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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


SOViET YOUTH PAPER ON JAPAN'S PARTICIPATION IN SDI 
Moscow KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA in Russian 26 Sep #¢ 


[Article by A. Drozdov, KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA correspundent: 
the Precipice”) 


Step Toward 


[Text] At the beginning of September, the “overnment of 
Japan adopted during a special session an o1ficial resolu- 
tion about participating in the Strategic Defense Initiative 
(SDI). 


Regarding this, the number "18" has acquired a special ard almost magical 
meaning in Japanese press commentaries. From the moment that Washington put 
forth the idea of the SDI, the Japanese needed this many months to say "yes. 
Tokyo would like to depict this year and a half as a time of agonizing search- 
ing, doubts and internal struggle that allegedly tested the Japanese leader- 
ship, when defining its attitude toward SDI. This had an effect on some 
people -- only a week before the mentioned session, a reporter from the 
(ASAKHI) newspaper inquired in all seriousness: "Will Japan support or not 
support ‘star wars'?" It's as if her arm had been continuously twisted for 
all these 18 months, achieving agreement by force. 


Japan's fundamental support for SDI was already evident from the statements 
by Prime Minister Nakasone about “understanding"™ the importance and goals of 
this program, which he made at a meeting of the leaders of the seven develop- 
ed capitalist courtries in Bonn in 1985, In order to prepare for the offi- 
cial resolution, however, the Japanese leaders selected the extremely prag- 
matic tactic of “a quiet and step-by-step creeping” into SDI. On the on 
hand, this permitted Japan to carefully define the potential benefit of its 
participation in the research work on the program and, on the other hand, 

to deflect the suspicions of the opposition for a year and a half with respect 
to the working out of an agreement with the Americans on SDI by allusions to 
a thorough study of the problen, 


Tokyo's official point of view is that Japan's participation in the “star wars” 
program has a number of unquestioned advantages. To substantiate this thesis, 
the government has entered upon lengthy explanations, Chief Cabinet Secretary 
Gotoda has done this, As a start, let us discard Gotoda's allusion to Japan's 
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this program despite the clear minuses of SDI for Japan? The conviction of 
the cabinet that Japan must advance in a united front with the West to defend 


z . . | rc -_ ".. . _ 7 
Common democr atic vaiues and freecoms as a responsible member ol the 
c 


Western association, had important significance. In Tokyo, they understand 


hited States as simple ones for some reason: as 


r 
- 
- 
. 
. 
. 


liance relations with the 

r > ‘* + * ; . " a ° tar ; 1g ".. > . . ” 
consistent support for American initiatives including “strategic defense’... 
otherwise, they say, Japan cannot dream about playing the role of a world 
power, Let us now dot the “i’. Japan is achieving this goal by supporting 
the from-a-position- f-strength poli Ve For the time be ing it is only sup- 
porting it since Japan's own military potential is still not great. 


1} L . ’ } .** .* ‘* ; . : 7 — .* L ** 7 * ’ 
The xecy tax tor, 6iVwetyt tr, wh is h 4 in sa ly *. rKed in favor oOo} japan » part ic ipa- 
tion in SDI, wus the unwillingness of the government to allow the United 


states to get ahead in the area of high technology. Therefore, SBI is 


becoming another area of Japanese-American contradictions-- and these are 


7 


rather sharp ones, Local political observe re have paid attention to Prime 


linister Nakasone's statement during the recent seminar of ruling parties 


; . , . ts * _ - 
concerning Japan s need to devel p its own iong-Trange program ior developing 
: , 2 | on 5 ” © - 2 ” * . , 
the technology which will <c ome the answer;r to SvVi. The idea is being 
~ * " , . *s . ' Ad 
1ormui 1. tu ad i pre , rat ¥< I t my AtTis tk t .t : imit of human ‘ apabilities and 


ides for the limitless use of computers in human activity, It is no 
accident that the Japanese intend t« ontinue studying those variants of 
the SDI agreement, which would more fully satisfy the interests of private 


"star wars.” 


Japane S¢€ companic s who are the main suppl iers of technology tor 
The Japanese government intends to control technological exchanges so that 
the American will not use Japanese knowledge for their own mercenary motives. 


You see, this is just what will happen if Japan and Western Furope permit 

Washincton to monopolize the result f sclentific research within the frame- 
i 

work of the program, fhe representatives of the American administration do 

not conceal their unwillingness to share the results of the research alleged- 

ly for reasons of secrecy. Nevertheless lapan is supporting the idea of 

d , cr 


"star wars", expecting that SDI will open a new page in the history of Japan- 
ese science and industry and raise them to a qualitatively new Icvel. You 
see, that same (F, Kodzi) reasonably thinks, however, that it is not mandatory 


to use military programs i: order ¢ ‘evelop technology. He cautions: 
"Remember the Manhattan Project (the le name for the program to create an 


atomic weapon.-- ed.). It worked not for science but for an anti-Soviet 
strate BYe” Howev*< rr, ti IS, the lapan se povernment bodies and a portion of 
its business circles -- desiring not to fall behind the United States and 

to control, if they can manage it, the escape of technology from Japan, 

are counting on improving “dual purpose” technologies (that is, that tech- 
nology which is used in the civilian and military branches at the same time). 
The more of these technologies that appea;r, the more energetically will 
Japan's own military-industrial complex take shape. By letting their 
imaginations .un wild, some Japanese politicians are predicting that it will 
be a compact one and will begin to produce not weapons but ideas, This should 
now measure Japan's military potential, It is possible to imagine how this 


"intellectual military-industrial complex" would work if the Japanese actually 


managed to force their finger under the Pentagon's paw to the SDI control 
panel, It would be interesting to see what role Prime Minister Nakasone's 
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it will give the United States a solid trump-card for recruiting new partic- 
ipants into SDI since they think there that if a country, which was the first 
} 


victim of nuclear bombings -- a conntry whose people have been subjected to 
. ai *.* * . . 7? 
the "nuclear allergy" -- have deciced to participate in the “star wars" 


program, then what doubts could other states have? 


lokyo's recent step was taken despite sharp protests by the public, opposi- 
tion parties and wide scientific circles, Thus, several thousand Japanes¢ 
scientists signed an appeal calling for the renunciation of participation in 
the an to militarize space. (K,. Fusimi), a well-known vhysicist, warned 
in the magazine JAPANESE QUARTERLY on the eve of the decision: "The carrying 
out of SDI will lead not only to the militarization of science but also to 


a dangerous disruption of the balance between East and West. This is a 


threat to the entire human community.” 

Nevertheless, Tokyo answered Washington's rein,lts agreer to plug Japan's 
economic, scientific and technical potential into the American "star wars" 
program cannot be viewed as anything other than a witness of Japan's further 
involvement in the militry and strategic plans of the United States. As the 
Statement of the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs on this matter has pointed 
out, such a step cannot, of course, fail to have a negative effect on Soviet- 
Japanese relations, The Japanese government will bear complete responsibility 
for the possible consequences of this policy. 


rhe Space quartet, directed by an American coachran, is on a ve ry dangerous 


path. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR'S VELIKHOV INTERVIEWED BY DIE ZEIT ON SDI, ABM TREATY 
DW201421 Hamburg DIE ZEIT in German 21 Nov 86 p 5 


(Interview with Yuriy Velikhov, vice president of the USSR Academy of Sciences, by 
correspondents Christoph Bertram and Christian Schmidt-Haeuer; date and place not given] 


[Text] DIE ZEIT: What is the real concern of the Soviet Union about SDI? 


Velikhov: First: We have no fear of SDI. However, we have serious apprehensions. 
Nuclear weapons have not become less dangerous -- to the contrary. Therefore, if we 
had the opportunity to build an effective defense system against missiles, we sould 
renounce it anyway, because it would lead to a new arms race in offensive weapons. We 
are not religiously motivated against any defense. We defend, for example, our missile 
silos. However, we differnetiate between means leading to a stabilization of nuclear 
parity and those leading to destabilization and an increase in tension. 


DIE ZEIT: You gave us a very general answer to a very precise question. Does it mean 
that SDI basically does not seem to be a very dangerous development for you -- 


unpleasant, but not dangerous? 


Velikhov: We do not consider SDI just a military program with a very far-reaching goal 
that will absorb many U.S. resources and that even finds support among U.S. allies. It 
is in fact a program for a new round in the arms race. Instead of disarmament we get a 
program for more armament, for global armament, and for global confrontation. 


DIE ZEIT: Could you give a few examples? 


Velikhov: Computers are being developed, infrared technology, radar technology, 
informatics, accuracy, miniaturization -- all developments leading to the creation of 
new compact warheads and higher accuracy of weapons systems. The new weapons could be 
deployed in orbits 100 km over the Soviet Union. We must consider that from such a 
platform the United States could make a conventional, non-nuclear first strike against 
the strategic weapons systems of the Soviet Union. 


When the U.S. President says that SDI must work even with no nuclear weapons, it means 
@ global sy:‘em capable of hitting any object in the air, at sea, on land, or in space. 


DIC ZEIT: How would you stop that development? What is the Soviet position on the 
necessary limitations of the U.S. SDI program? Several statements have been made: It 
was said in Reykjavik that only laboratory tests would be permitted. 
we hear from Soviet experts that only testing in space would be prohibited. 


In the meantime, 








Velikhov: In order to understand the Soviet position, one must rea. the ABM Treaty on 


missile defense. Our contlict witt the Americans arises from the tact tha 


side maintains that the treaty prohibits only the testing of space defense parts and 
systems that existed at the time the treaty was signed. We maintain -- together wit! 
American jurists, the negotiatiors of both sides, and the deputies ‘ho ratified the 
treaty at that time -—- that the ban involves the whole technology: at was developed 


to that time and that which could still be developed. 


DIE ZEIT: However, the treaty does not say that testing is permitted in the 
only. Are you not demanding stronger limitations than currently invisaged in the 


Treaty? 


Velikhov: No, to the contrary. We are prepared to define what laboratory research 


is. At one time our position was -- and it was correct in doing justice to the spirit 
of the treaty -- to renounce the entire development of missile defense in space. 
However, we realize now that it is difficult to convince our American partners of 


that. Therefore, we have been obliging them. 


IE ZEIT: Are you prepared to permit more than just laboratory tests? Can you forsee 
an agreement in which tests in the atmosphere will be permitted within limits 


Velikhov: We must sit down and stipulate two things: First, in what 
spheres, and with what means tests can be made. Second, it must be defined what are 
parts of systems according to the ABM Treaty. We are prepared to negotiate on any kind 
of system. 


Experts at the U.S. research laboratories themselves say that there is 10 years of 
laboratory work to do. Actually, there are no problems there. Therefore, I believe 
that the U.S. President did not have a reason in Reykjavik -- for technical or military 
reasons -- to reject our proposal. The proposals fully permit him to do what hy 


actually wants to do. 


DIE ZEIT: Professor Velikhov, what connection do your efforts to Limit 
the framework of the ABM Treaty have with your proposal to halt nuclear tests? 


Velikhov: There are certain things that overlap, yet they are two different things. 
First of all, the Soviet proposal is not aimed at a moratorium. for more than a year, 
we have had a unilateral moratorium. In Reykjavik we suggested to the United States 
immediately to resume negotiations on a comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty. We also 
agree to provisional steps. However, we are not asking the United States now to agree 


to an immediate test ban tecause we understand that it is not now possible for the 
administration. However, we did request that negotiations be resumed on discontinuing 
nuclear tests. Of course, we understand that to a certain extent that will also have 
en effect on SDI, ot the extent that nuclear defense technology is involved. the U.S. 


Administration is contradicting itself to say on the one hand that SDI is a purely 
non-nuclear initiative, but on the other that it is also a nuclear initiative. 

DIE ZEIT: The Soviet Union has committed itself unilaterally to observe the test 
moratorium until 31 December 1986. Do you consider it probable that this period will 
be extended? 


Velikhov: That depends on many international factors. Of course, [ cannot speak on 
behalf of the government. As 2 scientist I would think that the moratorium should 
probably be continued. We have noted that public opinion in the West is not yet 


ready. But you must understand that it is no easy decision. 











DIE ZEIT: One of the Soviet leadership's principle programs is to push the 
computerization. Is SDI not also a welcome challenge tor the Soviet Union 
n 


intensified efforts at computerization and modernization? 


suntry'’s 
to make 


have to 
we need 
that the 


Velikhov: We are a planning society. When we have a clear goal, we do not 

scratch our left ear with our right hand. We prefer the direct way. (ft 
computerization, we effect it. I must also teil you that the argument 
development of modern technology in the West is only possible through highly 


sophisticated weapons is wrong. 
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[Interview with Defense Minister Manfred Woerner by cor- 
respondent Volker Bechtold on |4 October in Bonn on “ZDF 
Magazin ~ program — recorded! 

[Text] [Bechold] What are the reasons, Mr Minister, that make 
the Federal Government continue its support for the US 
President's SDI project, although leading SPD politicians term 
the Reykjavik meeting — which failed precisely because of SDI 
— a black day in the history of mankind’ 


(Woerner| That is a very shortsighted view and is typical of the 
SPD. Obviously, it 1s not able to assess the great historical process 
that has been initiated. [t is giving a first impression. The 
Reykjavik meeting did not fail at all. It has produced remarkable 
progress, remarkable rapprochement on important disarmament 
issues. | am quite sure that if the West keeps its head now, if it 
sticks together, further progress and even agreements wil! be 
possible. | would even like to predict that it will happen it the not 
too far in the future 


What has induced us to support the U.S. initiative politically’ 
There are several reasons. First, there is the political reason, 
which is simply that the Soviets have been doing the same for 
many years — for more than a decade. And the second reason 
There is a good idea behind SDI — the attempt to cease basing 
the security of mankind on offensive weapons, on the destruction 
of the other.but to base sectrity and stability on defensive 
weapons, which would facilitate a higher degree of stability, of 
balance, and of protection; a very different mixture 
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I belheve that is the fundamental idea behind it. We ist 
and see whether rt 1s at all possible. Research 1s stall om the initiai 


siage. Finally. there is a very simple moral reason to avoid 
mutual destruction. [t is better to Gestroy missiles cirected at 
peopie — it ts Detter to shoot at missiles than at men. Moreover 
ifensive wepons are nucicar while defensive weapons are o 


ventional That is another way of looking at it 


All that has induced us to support the LS. President tiative 
and the 
obstacle to disarmament. SDI has brought the Soviets back to 
the negotiating table. Obviously, SDI means so much to them 
that they are ready to pay something for 1. That means we are 
in a good negolahion position It goes with ul saying that it would 
be foolish to give that up unilaterally and at the very stage of a 
great negotiating process that has a good chance of success 


Federal Government ts sticking ta that course. SDI 1s no 


|Bechtoid| What do you know about Soviet space activities’ 


'Woerner! To begin with, the Soviet Union 1s the superpower that 
has already Owit a functioning antiallistic massile Gclensec sys- 
tem around Moscow, which is ven being modernized at present 
The Soviet Union ts doing research and testing in that ficid It is 
the first and only power so far to have developed a functioning 
killer satellite system im space. The existence of other installa 
tions, for instance the radar installation in Krasnoyarsk, shows 
tha’ the Soviet L mon ts deliberately working on a comprehensive 
strategic defense system. That has been going on for at least |0 
years and that 1s, as | said before, one of the reasons why the 
Americans said: Wecan not admit that the Soviets are working 


in that field and we ourselves do not 
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Text} Hamburg, || Nov — Egon Bahr, head of the Hamburg 
Research Institute, believes that world security can only de 
achneved if the superpowers cooperate. Jomt security could not 
permit one ade to have superiority esther in nuclear or conven- 
sal weapons, the SPD politician said in Hamburg Town Hail 


today during a discussion with former Soviet Ambassador to 
Bonn Valentin Falen and US. mternational relations expert 
Helmut Sonnenfeld. The idea of common security presupposes 
common thinking and action, Bahr said. Reykjavik had shown 
that this was possible. Agreement had been methodically reacned 
on the goal that no side should have advantages and that the 
security of the one musi not be at the cost of the other. This does 
not apply to the SDI program, however, which creates unilateral 


advantages for the United States 


While Falin agreed with Bahr on most points, Sonnenfeld said 

that words alone were not enough. Equal security has to be the 

result of negotiations What was allowed and what was not had 
be set out quite specifically m treaties 


Falin beleves that common security is achievable. He said he 
could also envisage a world without nuclear weapons. what was 
necessary was new thinking and not new weapons. Falin warned 
igainst SDI, which im hes opinion brought qualitatively new 
technologyes. 1t would make all states prisoners of machines and 
robots. Whereas at present those responsible had 4 to 6 minutes 
time in case of war, after implementation of the SDI program 1 
would be only 0 seconds 
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I would say that this section of the U.S. ruling class has a Mafia-style organization; 
it has some kind of Mafia style. There, more than in any other section of U.S. 
business -- which has never been known for its high morals and manners -- we have 
bribery, intimidation, political blackmail, and so forth. Sut these are the first and 
most obvious things. 


Then there are other things. You see, in Reykjavik the door was opened slightly and 
revealed a different world, a nuclear-free world. [I am certain that this picture 


+ 


aroused a sigh of relief and raised high hopes among the majority o* people on earth. 


But there were people, politicians -- and I[ am disinclined to suspect all otf them of 
very selfish and evil intentions -- with whom it may just be the inertia of thought, 
that very old way of thinking under which they simply cannot visualize any different 
life. They have grown as used to conditions as to some of their own birthmarks or 


warts. This frightened them. ll of a sudden, we saw how the very same people who, 
theoretically, seemed to be in favor of a nuclear-free world and so fourth, start 
retreating all of a sudden -- not only in America, but in Europe too. 


[Sagdeyev] I have just returned from the United States, where | had an opportunity to 
observe the process of discussion after Reykjavik; to talk to many scientists and 
political leaders, and I have to say that many reprosentatives of the U.S. community 
business circles, and political leaders, including those who are realistically minded 
with respect to the need for the detente and disarmament itici 
the entire concept and all the preparations conducted by the Reagan team betore 
Reykjavik. In conclusion, they think that Reykjavik has exposed, to a considerable 
extent, the adventurism of the present administration. 


{[Arbatov interrupts] The story most probably comes from the version: An cld man with 
a weak memory, who makes mistakes, and who does not always grasp everything all at once 
went [to Reykjavik], and the insidious Russians took advantage of this. They used some 
of his slips of the tongue and mistakes, and attributed a version to him, and almost 
enticed him, dragged him into very nearly the trap which slammed shut. I[ have also 
heard this. 

I have to tell you, I was told by a prominent American recently -- he did give me 
name, and I did not ask for his name -- but ome of the U.S. foreign policy officials 
who stayed at home said, on learning about the outcome of Reykjavik: Thank God that he 
-- that is the President -- did not sign anything. That was the reaction of a number 
of people. But it is simply not possible to accept this version. I already had to 
talk about this in one of the previous Studio 9% programs. REF OWISI111 Moscow 
Television Service Russian 150630///Studio 9 programs 


{Arbatov continues] That is incorrect. The Americans did not have the right and 
should not have come unprepared. There should have been no surprises for them. What 
the Soviet Union spoke about, what was contained in the three-page proposals, and what 
was later the subject of discussion between Comrade Gorbachev and President Reagan was 
a direct continuation and the logical development of everything the Soviet Union had 
said in all channels -- in pubiic, in correspondence with Reagan, at the level of 
foreign ministers, and at the talks during the entire past year, beginning with Comrade 
Gorbachev's January statement on the complete climination of nuclear arms by the end otf 
the current century. So it is absolute nonsense. They should have known what to 
expect and they should have been prepared. Nevertheless, | ‘annot exclude’ the 
possibility they were not prepared. And here arises the question: Why? 
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[Zorin|] Georgiy Arkadyevich, wha e matter, why are they trying to dismantle the 
agreements reached in Reykjavik on the sues it was possible to agree on? Are they 
too unexpected and new and the nited State is not ready for them, or are powerful 
forces in Washington, for w j iy ‘ ire ita e, respons li le? 

[Arbatov! think that yt 'u ; ire mportant First there is the 
military-industrial complex, w , ry werful section of the ruling class. So 
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fact that it is not the majority -- is today especially intluential with the present 
Administration. And here Comrade Gorbachev has called the administration a prisoner of 
the military-industrial complex, and that is correct. MO the other hand, this 
administration is very close to the military-industrial complex ideologically and 
Spiritually. And even geographically. The President comes from a region where these 
interests are very strong. 


Zorin] Reagan's political base is California, and 47 percent of military contracts 
r the 1983 to 1986 period have gone precisely to the military corporations in 
22 ; _ , gs ; 

sitornia. Apparently, much of what is happening in Washington now in attempting to 
. 


retreat from Reykjavik, and that has become apparent in Vienna, can 'e traced to this. 


[Arbatov] If you look around and study the various ties, this undoubtedly plays a large 
part, not precluding the President, 1 man with position, from either rising above this 
or not. To rise to the level of this position and to become a leader. This has 
happened on many occasions, and this is why we are very seriously talking with Reagan. 
This man must represent the American people and their interests. He is under pressure, 
and he'e lies the difficulty of politics. 


{Zorin] I think the idea that the interests of the military-industrial complex are not 
necessarily the interests of the whole ruling class is a serious idea. 


[Sagdeyev] I feel that we are simply observing this and witnessing this struggie 


between two trends within the ruling group -- between the military-industriai complex 
and those circles aspiring particularly to the development of trade relativns with us. 
Recently, I visited a large organization in New York, which unites business circles, 


politicians, and scientists. I have in mind the New York Council. 

[Arbatov] Of Foreign Relations. 

[Sagdeyev] ... of Foreign Relations. 

[Arbatov] One cculd say that this is the foreign relations elite of the U.S. East Coast. 


[Sagdeyev] I was asked to speak about SDI and about our attitude to SDI, and then I was 
asked a question about the peaceful use of space, about joint flights and, in 
particular, about a manned flight to Mars. I said that the flight was expensive and it 
is doubtful that it could be realized in the near future, and someone who participated 
in this meeting, one of the American participants, made a caustic joke: What a pity! 
We would have offered Richard Perle to you for transportation to Mars. There was 
friendly laughter 


[Zorin] I would like to enlighten those viewers to whom the name Richard Perle means 
little. He is one of the superhawks in Washington, Weinberger's right-hand man, one of 
the inspirers of the Pentagon's hardest lines, and one of the most hawkishly inclined 
figures in Washington. 


Gregoriy Arkadyevich, could it be that among those who have now spoken out against the 
radica! decisions reached by the Soviet and American leaders in Reykjavik, are not only 
those who are ill-meaning people, but also those who are honestly mistaken’ That among 
them are those who are quite sincerely tirightened that these radical measures might 
cause harm to security, since it breaks the stereotype of the political thinking which 
has formed over the past 40 years. 











\ArDatov] Certainly, people like that do exist. They certainly do exist because, 


- 


really, over the past decade many in the West throught, and this beliet “as, and is 
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being, artificially supported, that good or bad, we have lived r SU years without a 

war because of the fear of a nuclear catastrophe. How then can we reject nu ar 


weapons? 


First, I would say, I have doubts that we have lived for 40 years without a war because 
of nuclear weapons. Perhaps, Lady Luck can claim most of 

occasions, we approacnec the very edge of the abyss. >t ncly, Ow would you react 7 
the following conclusion? 


An old man says to you: I have lived for /0 years and save t ed once: That means 
that I will live for the next 70 years. You would answer: What about old age, 
decrepitude, and illness? But the processes that are taking piace here are no less 


dangerous. 


The very logic of the arms race is leading us to the brink, beyond which everything 
vecomes uncontrollable, where catastrophe becomes quite feasible. These arms race 
*> 


dynamics, all those tendencies which are now acting in the world, could make the 
catastrophe inevitable. SDI is a shining example of this. 


[Zorin] The following argument is often heard. Nuclear weapons would be liquidated, 
but conventional arms would remain, and then a war with nventional weapons would 
become more probable and perhaps even unavoidabie. 


[Aroatov] Well, first of all NATO, even now in the presence of suclear weapons 
realizing that its use is suicidal, is already increasing its stake on so-called 
conventional arms. Now, an incomparably greater part of the funds is being spent, not 
on nuclear arms, but on those types of arms. Secondly, there is practically the same 
fear for conventional war as there is for nuclear war, and this is best understood in 
Europe. Therefore, the deterrent effect here for people who more or less understand 
what is happening, is the same. This is correct. I am not even speaking of the fact 
that the destructiveness of conventional weapons is becoming such that the difference 


between them and nuclear weapons is disappearing. 
[Zorin interrupts] Conventional is just a conditional term. 


[Arbatov!] Yes, they are quite unconventional. There is however, another matter. Take 
Europe, for example. There are 150 nuclear reactors in Europe, or perhaps slightly 
more, similar to the one at Chernobyl. Just imagine that this reactor becomes a target 
for a conventional bombardment or artillery shelling. We, who have lived through the 
Chernoby! tragedy, and our neighbors who were startied by it, understand what this 


means. In a word, these are the tacts. 


It is precisely because of this, I feel, that it is very important to keep in mind that 
our policy is not concerned with merely obtaining the liquidation of nuclear arms and 
thereby sweeping the arms race onto another piane, but with making the liquidation of 
nuclear arms the first big, I would say enormous, step on the path of liquidating war, 
to affirming a universal system of international security. This im ie seer from our 
proposals. We are fuliy aware of this tie and this logic. Our proposal are mothe 
table and we are waiting for a reply from the West. 
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(Zorin] Yes, both an axis of U.S. foreign policy and a stumbling block. Now, insofar 
as we have Roald Zinnurovich with us at the table, I would like to ask you, the 
director of the Space Research Institute, Roald Zinnurovich: Is the idea underlying 
this Star Wars program, what they call the Strategic Defense Initiative, realistic? 


[Sagdeyev]) Well, I would like to say that, in fact, there are several programs, not one 
program. Now, if we discuss the very first ome, President Reagan's dream, which he 
expressed in 1983, of creating an ideal, impenetrable shield which would comrletely 
eliminate the nuclear threat, then, of course, this is a totally irrational dream and 
absolutely unrealistic. 


[Zorin] Why? 


Sagdeye’ Even if the opposing side did nothing at all, if it froze everything as is, 
the probability of | percent interception is simply rules out. If we are talking 
adout the pposing side beginning deployment of offensive systems in a spirit cf 
ompetition between both defensive and offensive systems, it was precisely this darger 
that ed ¢ bot sides sitting down amicably in 1972 and signing the antimissile 


Gefense imitation treaty. 


Arba*.ov At the time, huwever, it was the Americans wh. urged us: Understand that 


tensive arms ammot be reduced or limited if you-are vague about defensive arms 


_ 


They managed to persuade us easi.y and quickly. we understood this. 


sagdeyev ‘4s & matter of tact, they now appeal to us <-- these are different 
{jmericans, these are SDI advocates -- and say: How is it that you have forgotten the 
wonderful ideas with which your leaders came to the United States -- it was near the 
end of lL -- that defense is humanitarian and moral? This occured in a television 
dispute with one of the ideologues of Star Wars, General Daniel graham, and I had to 
say: You are depicting us Marxists as dogmatists. Now, who in fact is a dogmatist in 
this particular case? 


Now, why do we nevertheless consider that SDI represents a great danger? It is because 
SDI, besides this unrealizable dream, contains a whole collection of the most diverse 
components, new technical innovations, Besides, there is 1 mass approach to it. 


Arbatov interrupts It does not contain this yet, but may contain it (7? if work 
continues). 


Sagdeyev | It may contain this and may serve as a conduit to a great variety of 
s»xheres of military technology. If we say: Let us sit down and sign an agreemen. 
ei‘minating nuclear arms, while, in response, we get proposais to transfer the arms 
race, the technological and political arms race at the same time to some new dimension, 


then, of surse, this is unacceptable, not only to us, but to any person who takes a 
sober look at how mankind im enter into a new and secure world. 

rbatov If | have understood you irrectly, Roald Zinnurovich, if we translate this 
nt olitical language, then ne an say that, urrently, we are at a kind of 
rossroads. irrentily, a path is being proposed and we have made progress along this 
path in Reykjavik. Je have taken a glance into the future, to where this path leads, 
und this ; «a path ¢t disarmament. Now, a nuclear-free world is only a beginning, but 
we 4h ave in mind nveriionsl and chemical arms, and we understand that these 
thing re tfeorr ated 
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Zori Rozid Zinnurovich, you have spoken about asym ri measures that are kept in 
mind. is it possible to understand that we are not at ail inclined and must not build 
the same kind of umbrella and follow the path that : supporters of the idea of Star 
Wars in its present form would like us to follow? 

Sagdeyev} would say that to follow the same path asymmetric path, is a path not 
oniy connected with huge economic and material expenditures. It is also a path that is 
jangerous trom the point of view of maintaining strate; Stability. The new type of 
Strategic balance, in which elements of oth offensive an defensive weapons will 
[Oe€Xist simultaneously, is very unstable. 

ne of the options -- a scenario that could develop, atastrophic scenario -- is that 
one of the sides can and has in principle the technical capability to knock out its 
opposite, its double in space -- the defensive system of the opposite side -- with a 
sud sneak strike and thus retain a more favorable strategic position for itself. 

But there are also other options, an option where SDI would turn out to be completely 
innecessary. In this option all strategic nuclear arms would be completely 
eliminated. Even in the minimal form on which the rrent administration has been 
insisting during the last few weeks, even in the opti alling for the reduction of 
only strategic ballistic missiles, SDI becomes senseless... 

Arbatov interrupts] It is all the more unnecessary as it ; intended against 
bal t missiles only. 

Sagdeyev, Of course, yes. SDI becomes... 

irbat interrupts) It is useless against both cruise missiles and aircraft. 

Sagdeyev And the arguments being used by the current administration in order to 

SDI in this case too, I would say, they are simply curious. 
rin I would like to come to the same question from another angle, and formulate it 
follows: Among the arguments used by Star Wars program advocates there is this 
The Soviet Union is coming out so insistently against SDI because it is not in a 
sition to counter this program with something adequate. It cannot compete with the 
ed States on an equal footing, particularly in the scientific and technological 
f ds. What would you say to this, Roald Zinnurovich? 

Sagdeyev|} 1 think that if there will be a need for untermeasures, if the situation 
with the development of the SDI program takes an irreversibie character, our response 
has already been given by Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev. [The response will be 
isvmmetri ‘al. And I think... 

:tor nterrupts] The answer will not be our own SDI, not a mirror image, but 
ntermeasures. 
gdeyev| Not our own SDI, but countermeasure: ‘re is a tirmly large number of 
e countermeasures. There are countermeasures ¢ ry 3 yption. It is early 
‘o go into details today because ... 
Arbatov interrupts] And there is no need to. What So that they can take them 
nsideration? and they are all considerably cheaper, and technologically simpler, 
ar as inderstand. 














‘Sagdeyev] Absolutely. 


Arbatov] Summing up our discussion on SDI, it can be said that SDI is an illusion, 
and speaking plainly it is a sham defense, claiming the form of an invulnerable shield 
against a muclear strike. Yet SDI is dangerous for two reasons. First, it hinders 
agreement on a radical reduction of nuclear arms. 


That means that it is a torpedo launched against the entire process of arms limitations 
and talks. Secondly, the SDI is a new spiral, it is the concentration of unprecedented 
funds the development of military technology that wil 

various kinds of arms, a new spiral in the arms race. Am I correct? 


l signify a new development of 


[Sagdeyev] Yes. I think that I can only add to this that the assent stated by the U.S. 
Administration in Reykjavik to switch over to a 100 percent reduction of nuclear arms 
» r a 


the elimination of strategic nuclear missiles, makes the SDI simply unnecessary. It is 


absurd to have such a shield, a shield against whom? Even if you examine some concrete 
nuances of the SDI and its separate components, it becomes clear that the desire to 
preserve as some kind of guarantee an SDI option that provides tor the use of 
nuclear-pumped x-ray lasers signifies a direct violation of this potential agreement on 


the exclusion of strategic nuclear missiles. 

What is the x-ray laser componenet or SDI? It is submarines carrying special missiles 
with very short acceleration times. These missiles, on receipt of signals coming, let 
us say, from the early warning system, could be launched to an aititutde of about 1,000 
km and deploy an x-ray laser unit pumped by a nuclear explosion. That means that a 
warhead is needed. Thus it turns out that nuclear missiles, nuclear warheads... 


[Arbatov] Identical to strategic ones. 


[Sagdeyev] Yes... will be the guarantee against any of the sides violating the 
agreement on the complete elimination of strategic nuclear missiles. Moreover, they 
are even more dangerous because in the technical aspect they have a short acceleration 

ime. They can be directed to practically any point, and exploded not only in space 


t 
for pumping the x-ray lasers but also on land, on the territory of a potential enemy. 


[Arbatov] Roald Zinnurovich, excuse me. [ would like to ask you a question as a 
specialist. The very idea of this pop up, as it is called in English, these missiles 
that leap out and the explosions, what is the life of such a laser: It explodes and 


powers the laser. So what is its duration 


° f a second, aud 


[Sagdeyev] It is a momentary action. ] 
g this one millionth of a second the laser must momentarily 
it 
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it is supposed that durin 


fire and hit a missile in its launch phase. 


[Arbatov] And if the missiles come with some small interval? Apparently this is also a 


very doubtful weapon. 


[Sagdeyev] There are many methocs for countering this option. Nevertheless, this SDI 
option, the beloved brainchild of dward Teller, is making intensive headway. And we 
know from publications that several hundred million dollars have been spent on this SDI 


option alone. 








[Zorin] Apparently feeling the weakness of his position in this regard and the 
potential danger concerning public opinion in this respect, President Reagan, during 
the electoral campaign that has just closed in the United States, tried to make the 4 
November election look like a kind of referendum on U.S. foreign policy, ir particular 
on the SDI issue. Speaking in the White House on 5 November, the day after the 
elections, the President said that he views the outcome of the elections as support for 
his military policy and, as he said, especially for SDI. 


{Arbatov] Well, I would say of course, that it is a risky statement. First of all, in 
U.S. history the midterm elections have practically never focused around some foreign 
policy problem. They are elections for congressmen and one-third of the senators. 
They focus on local issues and the struggle over the personalities of the candidates. 
For this reason it was very unusual, it was a kind of violation of tradition for the 
President to try to make the foreign policy issue the key topic in the elections. The 
voters were far more concerned with the disastrous position of the farmers, 
unemployment, and in general with the economic difficulties, connected with a worsening 
of social problems, than with SDI, considerably more so. 


Another point is that most of the problems that really concerned the voters are 
nonetheless in one way or another connected to foreign policy and especially with huge 
military spending; this is now being understood in the United States. I think that 
this is a very important point in these elections. So in this respect there may 
actually have been some kind of plebiscite. And it ended not at all in favor of the 
arms race and not in favor of SDI. 


I have the impression that the Americans are now listening. They are monitoring the 
first underground tremors. Not all of them even know that the United States has become 
a debtor nation, that by 1990 its national debt to foreigners alone, not to mention the 
domestic debt, will rise to the fantastic sum of $500 billion. They feel and sense the 
alarm and begin to understand that this feigned optimism of the administration, when it 
speaks about the economy and other matters, contains a lot of false, hypocritical, and 
dishonest things. They feel that they are being deceived. And they are being deceived 
skillfully --— this cannot be denied -- and successfully in some things. Take SDI, for 
example. Many people in America really hope and believe in it. People want to 
believe; in the face of such horror as that of nuclear war, they want to believe in 


something. 
{Zorin interrupts] To believe that it is possible to find shelter. 


[Arbatov] ‘to believe that it is possible to find shelter. By the way, they are not 
being told the truth. The government is deceiving them, deceiving them about it being 
in a position to protect them from a nuclear strike; that SDI will produce some kind of 
great attainments in the scientific and technical field; or that the only possibility 
for protecting oneself from a nuclear strike is the elimination of nuclear arms. And 
in the scientific and technical field, SDI leads not to progress but, on the contrary, 


to difficulties and stagnation. 


[Sagdeyev}] Just now in the United States, we asked the question of where is the 
so-called spinoff, the beginning of applications in the civilian industry? I was given 
two examples. One example is connected with the use of a very small battery in heart 
pacemaker units being implanted into the human body. In the process of improving this 
small battery, in the process of manufacturing smaller and smaller minature versions, 
it turns out that the Maxwell Laboratories company had to build huge capacitors, 
capacitor batteries for accelerating a projectile with the aid of a so-called rain gun. 











I know this company well, I know how it was founded many years ago. I have many 
colleagues working there, and I know that these jobs had no relation at 1ll to the SDI 
program. They were started considerably earlier. I think that only a completely 
illiterate simpleton can be convinced that gigantic capacitor batteries are needed in 
order to be able to implant a microscopic low-power battery into a human body. 


{[Arbatov] Roald Zinnurovich, you must have heard more frequently than I from American 
specialists the conclusion that research in the military field ard especially in the 
SDI field has gone into such spheres that a return for the civilian economy cannot be 
expected for at least a few decades. On the contrary, great harm is now being done to 
both the civilian economy and science because of the massive brain drain. A drain of 
the best brains, research capabilities, and research potentials from constructive 
spheres is going into areas connected with SDI, which are fruitless for society. 


The results of this militarization of U.S. science are already evident. The United 
States is very proud of its scientific and technical level, and I would say justly so. 
The American have made many achievements. But look at what has been happening in the 
last few years. A separate analysis has been made in the United States of the trade in 
high technology goods, including computers, instruments, communications equipment, 
aerospace industry products -- the very apex of science. It turns out that in 1980 
Americans sold $27 billion more of these products than they bought. Last year it was 
only $4 billion more than they bought. And this year they will sell $2 billion less 


than they will purchase abroad. 


That means that they are being beaten by competitors in this field, and they are being 
beaten primarily because the United States has carried out such a bloodletting of its 
scientific and technical potential to military fields, including SDI. This did not go 
unpunished and now it has to be paid for. And by the way, this is the reason Amercians 
are so inistently pulling their competitors into SDI. 


[Arbatov continues] In England, for example, I was told that there are about 100 
people there, the most intelligent and promising peorle, who are receiving salaries 
simply so that they can run around universities and various companies and purchase at 
the source. We are talking about the most advanced areas of scientific and technical 
progress: computers, lasers, new materials, optics -- all of these spheres. In Japan 
they are totally convinced that the SDI was invented not so much as a threat against 
the Soviet Union, but as a way to dispose of the Japanese high technology industry once 


and for all. 


[Zorin] If we return to the elections so as to end this topic, I wish to say that I 
agree that economic -- including not only immediate ones but future ones too, about 
which you spoke -- have played a decisive role. Nvertheless, it is a fact that a whole 
series of people personally close to Reagan, who are known as ardent supporters of the 
Star Wars program, have suffered defeat at these elections, even those candidates who 
received direct support from the President. Paula Hawkins, for example, in Florida. 
He spoke there on several occasions, and supported here as an advocate of Star Wars. 
She lost to a person known as an opponent of Star Wars. So then is situation also... 


[Arbatov interrupts] At the very least this speaks of the of fact that Star Wars did 
not become a trump card... 











{[Zorin interrupts] A trump card. 
{[Arbatov] A trump card, and it did not bring in extra votes. This is at the very 
least. I want to note that Americans, as a rule, have no ideas what the Star 


is. Nevertheless the administration succeeded in fooling the average 
they think at the 


wars 
program 
American. Among scientists the situation is different. What do 
American Academy of Sciences. 

[Sagdeyev] Well, I can say that recently a very curious opinion poll of the U.S. 
National Academy of Sciences was taken. Several hundred scientists were polled, 540 of 
these agreed to participate in the poll and answered all the questions. Only 20 
people, that is 4 percent of the scientists, said that perhaps SDI is possible. 


{[Arbatov] Well, you see. [It is unfortunate that today there is a difference between 
the opinions of the educated people and those who take all their knowledge from the 
mass information media which give the official version. 


([Zorin] I wish to touch on another problem in direct relation to our talk today. The 
U.S. press reports that the United States is about to commission the l13lst B-52 bomber 
armed with cruise missiles. This means an open and direct violation of the SALT--II 
Treaty, since it exceeds the levels allowed by this treaty. In this way Washington is 
throwing away one of the most important agreements of the postwar period, an agreement 
that somehow regulated the process of the arms race and held this process in check. 
And what is particularly noteworthy and significant is that it is taking place just a 
few weeks acter President Reagan at Reykjavik gave his consent to far-reaching steps 
directed at ending the nuclear arms race and liquidating nuclear arsenals. How can 


this be reconciled? 


But at the same time | 


{Arbatov] It cannot be reconciled. [t just does not work. 
You see, 


think it is a very significant and revealing page of current political life. 
on the one hand, the fact that it is possible to reduce weapon:., all strategic weapons, 
by 50 percent is not even being argued in the United States. There are only questions 
of details. How to take into account cruise missiles on submarines and some other 
details, but in principle there is no argument. Behind this, of course, among other 


things is the understanding that a huge amount of weapons has been stockpiled, that 
such quantities are even in some way superfluous, not only for a rational goal -- a 
rational nuclear goal is impossible -- but even for a rational goal they are not needed. 


they wish to exceed the elementary quantitative level. Why? In my 
Opinion this is very significant. It is not just the bomber armed with 20 cruise 
missiles that is important. What is important is to break the SALT-II Treaty itselt. 
By the way, this speaks of the uncertainty of the people who are presently in power in 
the United States. They want to use Reagan's personal prestige and his popularity, his 
closeness to the military-industrial complex and the fact that he cannot resist the 
temptation to speed up the arms race, to now break all existing treaties. First the 
SALT-II treaty, then the antimissile treaty; following which -- if there will be this 
-- the treaty prohibiting nuclear weapons in space -- a treaty 


Nevertheless, 


nuclear pumped [laser] 
like this also exists. 
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This also includes, of you like, relations with international organizations and 
international law. These people do not want any constraints. They now want, they set 
the following aims: these are cynical people. Their aim is to leave scorched earth 
after themselves, a desert, in the sense of limiting the arms race, in the sense, even, 
if you wish, of international law, some form of order, some elementary guarantees of 
security, so that they have a completely free hand to do whatever they want on a global 


scale. 


{Zorin] And to tie the next administration, no matter what it is, to what will be done 
now. 


{Arbatov] Yes, it is easier to dismantle than to build. 


{[Zorin] In conclusion, a question on how you imagine the development, under present 
conditions, considering what we have been saying, of the political process for the 
forthcoming period. 


{[Sagdeyev] Reykjavik has shown completely new prospects, new possibilities. Only a 
year ago it would have been hard to imagine that there would have been anyone in the 
U.S. Administration who would have agreed to specifically discuss a program of such 
meaningful reductions, even the total liquidation of strategic nuclear arms. It would 
have been even more difficult to imagine such specific talks, such specific discussions 
4 years ago, when our country was declared the center of evil. And these new strategic 


configurations -- in the initial stages this is a 50 percent reduction and in the 
future, the gradual abandonment of various components of nuclear weapons up to their 
complete liquidation -- are very new and important food for thought and for analyses at 


various scientific organizations, in the circles of so-called concerned scientists, and 
by military strategists. 


I think that all these processes will have their place and the pace will pick up, and 
finally, I think that politicians will have to react to this, including politicians on 
Capitol Hill, and politicians in the present and perhaps future U.S. Administrations. 


[Arbatov] Since you have touched on the United States, I would be inclined to say that 
we are now standing at the threshold of very interesting developments in the political 
life of this country, developments connected with that unusual situation -- which has 
happened before, but is nevertheless unusual -- when both houses of the Congress have 
an opposition majority. I think that these years will bring about a series of 
interesting changes and new phenomena in the American economy and in American relations 
with its allies. So this struggle which will continue around Reykjavik, is now very 
important. Efforts are now being made to pull back, even though we managed with 
difficulty to climb to this peak, to Reykjavik. And efforts are being made to pull 
things back to the starting point. Now the struggle is centered around preventing 
this; on the contrary, to ensure the possibility of a forward movement to ever loftier 
heights, and to implement what was discussed in Reykjavik. 


Strictly speaking, in Geneva we proposed specific negotiable positions that precisely 
and strictly set out concrete proposals on which agreement was reached in Reykjavik. I! 
would add even more. It follows that in the proposals that were tabled in Geneva, 
attempts are made to find some sort of keys to open the last doors that were closed in 


Reykjavik on the path to agreement. 
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KOHL TO SEND SUMMIT "SUGGESTIONS’ TO REAGAN 


DWO21040 Bonn DIE WELT in German 2 Oct 86 p 5 


[Report by “CO”: “Reagan Asks Chancellor for Suggestions”) 

[Text] Bonn — The Federai Government is interestec 'n concrete 
disarmament progress being achieved at the Reykjavik “prepara- 
tory summut™ on intermediate-range missiles. Chancellor Hei- 
mut Koh! will point that out in the next few days in a letter to 


President Ronald Reagan. 


Reagan informed Kohl Monday night about the planned meeting 
with party chief Mikhail Gorbachev on |! and 12 October, 
asking for suggestions for the meeting. The Chancellor's Office 
considers that a special! gesture of friendly relations. According 
to available information, Koh! wants to stress the following three 
points to the President: 


1. Progress in reducing intermediate-range missiles; 
2. Agreement as soon as possible on a worldwide ban of chemical 


weapons. 
3. Concrete agreements on verification as a means to achieve 


progress in other fields 


For the negotiations on intermediate-range missiles, the chancel- 
lor will pass to the President the request that the intention 
immediately to continue negotiations on shorter-range mussiles 
be anchored in an interim agreement. 


This concept was outlined Tuesday by Kohli, Foreign Minister 


/9274 
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Hans-Dietrich Genscher, and Defense Minister Mantred W oer- 
ner. CDU/CSU group chairman Alfred Dregger agreed to it 
expressly in a “position paper™ yesterday. It must also be Bonn's 
aim to reduce the number of intermediate-range systems in the 
150-500 km range to a lower level, with equal ceilings for both 
sides. 


CSU chief Franz Josef Strauss termed the Reykjavik summit a 
confirmation of the “correctness of our — and my — foreign 
policy concepts.” It is in the supreme German interest “to make 
it clear to the Sovets that the basis of their German policy is 
wrong, and that their continuous rejection of Germany's right to 
national self-determination, allegedly as a consequence of World 
War II, is a grave historical mistake.” However, we have prob- 
ably not advanced far enough to deal with that issue thorough!y 


Hans Buechier, German policy spokesman of the SPD Bundestag 
group, asked Kohi, to “represent special German interests ener- 
getically and in a self-confident way” to Reagan. Most of all, 
Moscow must be urged to be more obliging about intra-German 
problems. According to the assessment of experts, however, that 
issue will not be on the agenda of the Reykjavik summit. Foreign 
Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher said that an improvement of 
Soviet-U_S. relations and progress in disarmament would “nat- 
urally bring positive influence to bear on intra-German rela- 
tions.” 
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Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 2045 GMT 9 Oct 


JPRS-TAC-86-095 
17 December 1986 


86 


FRG DEFENSE MINISTER COMMENTS ON REYKJAVIK SUMMIT 
DWO92217 
Interview with Defense Minster Manfred Woerner by 


moderator Pever Voss on 9 October on the “Heute-Journal” 
program — recorded] 


(|Excerpt! |Voss} Mr Woerner, everyone is anticipating the Ice- 
land surmmut. Expectations are high. What does the FRG defense 


munister expec: ’ 


|Woerner| Three things. First, a rapprochement regarding disar- 
mament, in particular of intermediate-range missiles. Second, a 
discussion on human rights, including the problem of exit permits 
for ethmec Germans in the Sovet Union. Third, an improvement 
in East-West relations in general, which of course also means an 
improvement in the situation of divided Germany. 


'Voss| Let us contenue with your department — defense and 
security Whenever the two superpowers talk, the smaller states 
not only have hopes but also suspicions. Do you think it is possible 
forthe US President to agree with Gorbachev on an arms deal 
at the expense of the European allies” 


|Woerner| No. We are a very important alliance partner. We 
have made our contribution. The Bundeswehr is one of the 
strongest conventional armes in Europe. We also have shown 
that we are reliable. Reagan takes the federal chancellor very 


{9274 
CSO: 
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sersously and has asked his advice We were consulted and stated 
our interests. | have no reason a ai] to Deleeve or assume that the 
Americans or President Reagan would ignore European or Ger- 
man interests. On the contrary. | dDeleve our interests are well 


represented by them 


[Voss] The interests that were staicd also unciude Bonn's wish that 
Reagan and Gorbachev not only discuss intermediate-range 
weapons but also short-range nucicar weapons which may pose 
a larger threat to us than the intermediate-range missiles. That 
wish by Bonn has allegedly led to irritation im Washington 


[Woerner] Irritation is absolutely out of the question. | wonder 
who is the source of such a rumor [he Americans are aware that 
not only the Germans, but other Europeans, have an interest im 
the issue. In their proposa! on an interom agreement they have 
taken into account certain limitations of short-range 
intermediate-range missiles of between S00 and |,000 km. They 
certainly do not feel that the wish to include a concrete obligation 
to continue negotiations on weapons with a range of between | SO 
and 500 km 1s an unreasonable demand, but will consider tt to be 
an expression of our national interests as well as an expression of 
European interests. By the way, it 1s logical to try to achieve 
reductions in that category of weapons on both sides with equal 
ceilings because that is in the interest of all citizens. [passage 
omitted | 
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REACTION OF FRG LEADERS TO REYKJAVIK MEETING 


Chancellor's Adviser Comments 


LD131109 Hamburg DPA in German 1032 GMT 13 Oct 86 


[Text] Cologne, 13 Oct (DPA) — Despite the lack of results from 
the summit meeting in Reykjavik, there is according to Horst 
Teitschik, foreign policy adviser to Federal Chancellor Helmut 
Kohi, “still the chance that disarmament agreements can be 
reached.” It is premature to speak of the foundering of a summut 
Teltschik said on Deutschiandfunk (Cologne) today that in essen- 
tial fields, such as strategic arms, medium-range missiles, and 
the nuclear test ban, there were clear rapprochements. In the 
controversy over the planned U.S. space-based missile defense 
system (SDI) on which concrete agreements between US. Pres- 
ident Ronald Reagan and Soviet party leader Mikhail Gorbachev 
foundered, the experts at Geneva now have to clarify the ques- 
tions in detail. This has been agreed. 


According to Teltschik, the two leading politicians could “only 
give guidelines and make basic decisions”. They could not sort 
out the difficult disputed details, whether for example an SDI 
research program in or outside of the laboratory is in accord with 
the ABM Treaty on the limitation of strategic arms systems. 
Teltschik also pointed out that the meeting in Reykjavik was not 
supposed to replace the proper summit agreed upon in Geneva 
A likelihood for this in the current year or at the beginning of 
next year is still possible. 


Teltschik went on to say that as long as the world powers are 
meeting, and as long as there are negotiations, there are chances 
Both sides said emphatically in Reykjavik that they wani to 
continue talks. He expressed conviction that there will be disar- 
mament results. 


Government Spokesman's Views 
LD1 31530 Hamburg DPA in German 1420 GMT 13 Oct 86 


[Text] Bonn, | 3 Oct (DPA) — Following the unsuccessful super- 
power summit in Reykjavik, the main outcome for the Federal 
Government is that in some cases a consulerable convergence of 
views has been “gratifyingly” achieved. This assessment, which 
was made by government spokesman Frie iheim Ost to the press 
today, applied both to comprehensive disarmament as well as to 
human rights and bilateral relations 
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The Federal Goveranscet will do as wtmost to cnable efforts for 
disarmament 2od acoms control to bc continued. Ost stressed that 
there eas wo hak betweca SDI and uther disarmament questions, 
and that onc could therefore costiave to Copnt on agreements 
being reached. In aay Cusc, tac me tang in Reykjavik “had im no 
way slasamed th: door shut on a further summit.” The Federal 
Government also cogaricd tae fact that the cachange of Hews on 
locland had made @.cuny issecs Cleerer as being a positive dcvel- 


Qument 


(casxche: latervies 
D1 003836 Harabure OPA in Germen 0739 GMT 14 Oct 86 


[Text] Scolegne, 14 Oct (DPA) tedcral Doregn Mantster 
Hans Unetrich Gonscher (UP) has appealed to the Warsaw Pact 
member 414.75 to sct 2 powtive sigaal toliowmng the easecoessful 
Reykjavik mocting. The pact formga theuters will mect today 
im the Romaaisn Capnial, Sucharust 


Genscher, a an satervicw oith Dowtschlandfunk, sad that every 
apoortunny for Aogeti irons aow has to De used on order ty capand 
the rapprochcment ach ovod betwoca the saperpowers 19 loeland 
ja this Conacctioa 5 fodecal forergn saumste, ccfevred to the 
forthoomag CNC}. « omiew conforcace va Vienne 


As likely accas of arenes contvol age coments, Goascher mentioned 
the modiurn-range errseios ta Mevope aed comveational arms. He 
said that the Reykprwik wmovtiag bad boon wmportant since both 
sites had changed thew altitudes toward many of the weues. The 
Objective ars «4 aot to give wp but to be more active 


(ee wscher @a Aewblbag ‘yetback 
LDI3115 4 Hambure OPA in German 1047 GMT 13 Oct 4 


[Teat] Saarbrnecken, |} Oct (OPA) — A setback on East-West 
relations, ia the view of | oderal Foreign Minister Haas Dietrich 
Genscher (FD?) can only be avonded after the P.cykjavik sonemit 
by means of iatensive political efforts In an imterview with 
Saarlacadischer Ruadtfunk (Saarbruccken), Genscher stressed 
today that aftor the great efforts of Doth ades at Reykjyawik “a 
grcat deal of states insiiy sed real responsibility” is now 
required in order to averd « “long-term” setback. The precend- 
tion for this is Uthat 4 rapprochomeat of positions must be reached 
at the ongoing aogotations m Geneva, (renscher stated 


The foreign avnster went on to say that the Federal Government 
will now Coniimuc its consaltations on the alliance. He announced 
that he will be traveling neu! week to the United States for talks 
with the U.S. leadership together with Federal Chancellor Hel- 
mut Kohl aed lcfense Minister Manfred Woerner (both CDU) 


Hraadt says ( baace Viesed 
LDIi 41223 Hambure OF A in German 1045 GMT 14 Ort 86 


[Teat] Fesen, 14 Oct (DPA) = SPD Chairman Willy Brandt, 
following the wesuccessiu!l superpowers’ meeting in Reykjavik, 
has called on Europeans to begin (heir own disarmement mitia 
tives. Addressing delegates at the 14th Printing and Paper 
Trades Union Conference, ia Essen today, Brandt said, “We 
must at last scrionsly casure that chenucal weapons of the 
superpowers are femoved from Marope ” 
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Brandt aiso sasd that cven of the two superpoecrs tend to 
remasn mm towch, he ‘cars thal « “great chance © has Seen mumssod 
He agreed with the US senator who had sand “Reagan had 3 
dove m the hand but Gecaaded m favor of the sparroe ~ The 
suman bad tailed because of “fantames lmked to the concept of 
SDL” 


SPDs \ oge! Comments 
LDI 31424 Hambure DP A in German 317 GMT 13 Oc % 


[Test] Bertin, 13 Oct (DPA) — Hans-Jachen Vogel, tbe SPD 
group leader om the Bundestag, Slames U/5. Prescot Ronald 
Reagan for the fact that tes talks with Sows: party Leader 
Mikhail Gorbachev at the weexend in Reykjavik dod not lead to 
a Gecosive Oreaathrough Vogel told the German Press Agency 
(DPA) on Monday m Bertin that “the Premdent of the Unned 
States bas thus taken on 2 great responsibility ~ 


A “reakthough of bistoncal proportions” was evréently erthin 
reach, Vogel judged. It was, however, excluded because Reagan 
had insisted on “developing the SDI project beyond laboratory 
confines erthen the next 10 years, and test « om space, thus 
transgressing the bounds laid down m the ABM Treaty ~ 


THE SPD politician pointed out the “numerous serious reserva- 
vons” whch have been expressed even in the U muted States atself 
against SDI. The feasibility of thes defense initiative is giving rise 
to more and more emphatic doubts. “It is all che more depressing 
that such a project should stand mm the way of mankind's liber- 
ation from the mghtmare of seif-annibilation,~ Vogel sand 


Vogel accused the Federal Goverament of at first celebrating the 
meetung at Reykjavik as the consequence of a policy of strength 
Now “helpless utterances” are being heard from (?that) side 
Furthermore, the coalition has “taken on politica! coresponsrbul- 
ity for SDI needlessly " Now “them hands are tied,” the Bonn 
opposition leader said. The SPD would on the other hand be 
strengthening «ts opposition to SDI und domg everything to 
enable an ' ndersianding to be reached yet between the super- 


powers 


SPD Issues Statement 
LDI41250 Hamburg DPA in German 1119 GMT 14 Oct % 


[Teat} Berlin. 14 Oct (DPA) — The failure of the Sonet-US 
summut in Reykjavik gives cause for concern, om the view of the 
SPD A statement wsued by the SPD executive im Berlin today 
notes that this is all the more true as for the first time “disarma- 
ment steps, some of them sensational,” had been “within reach” 
The Social Democracts emphasize that the Soviet Union was 
prepared for the total climmnation of medium-range missiles 
Halving strategic missiles would be more than hoped for, and on 
the question of a nuclear vest ban there had been remarkable 
rapprochement 


The SPD notes that the U.S. side had taken on grave responsibil- 
ity when placing its SDI program higher than agreements “which 
would realistically have opened up to the world the way to more 
security and cooperation.” The Federal Government, together 
with its European allies, should now work to ensure that the start 
made in Reykjavik be continued. The failure of the meeting over 
the SDI program was a strain on and a challenge to Europe 
European imitiateves are now more necessary than ever, the SPD 
excutive said 
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Thes topec wes also the swbyect of the deliberztions of the SPD 
Bundestag group, wtuch met m the Berlin Reichstag building 
today. Like the Bonn government coalition. the Saca!l Democrats 
bave aiso Gemanded ume for questions mm the Bundestag on the 
failure of the Sowet-U S. negotiations. The SPD pointed out that 
the Federal Government had act been prepared to comment on 
thus i parkament im a government statement 


Var ows Parnes Officials ( ommest 
LD! 3000! Hambur¢e DPA 2 German 2306 GMT ! 2 Oct 


[Test] Hamburg, 12 Oct (DPA) — The Federal Government 
bebeves that the outcome of the Sonet-U S. summa on Reykjavik 
should not lead to cnscouragement Foreagn Mirestry Mensster of 
State Lutz Stavenhagen (CD) sand that while no concrete 
achievements had Geveloped, convergence on a senes of msucs, 
unthinkable to many peopic a short while ago, bad emerged. It 
was now a matter of pur; osefully continuing on the base of the 
converging “ews, especially with regard to the arms control 
negotiations in Geneva. 


The deputy SPD group chairman = the Bundestag, Horst 
Ebmike, fears that the day of the failed summun meeting (* will 
turn owt to be) “a black day for mankind.” and that ‘words 
indistinct} Ehmke sand on First German Televmon [ARD] on 
Sunday evening) “One can only hope that we will not return to 
the colé wa: Dut a that a real attempt will be made to ( ’acheve) 


some sort of ("agreement).” 


One must now assume that the arms race will continuc at a faster 
pace and that “the only genuime arms control agreement, namely 
the ABM Treaty is in danger.” Newer before had he so fer- 
vently hoped that the SPD would turn out to be wrong im its 
prediction that the SD! harbored these very dangers. Ehrmke 
accused the Bonn government of supporting thi development 


The deputy CDU/CSU group chairman im the Bundestag, Vol- 
ker Ruehe, said he uw Gisappomnted but be is convinced that the 
disarmament negotiations wil! contenue Ruehe said on Gorman 
television that it 6 ® ~- emportant te hold onto usucs mm wo A ch 
views had moved clsoer together. This went for the fact thet a 
$0-percent reduction in long-range mussties had been mentioned 
and it also went for the ABM Treaty and that US. proposal for 
making it binding for |0 years The Soviet l mon also had stated 
its support for balanced disarmament 
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DW161331 Cologne ARD Television Network in German 2100 CMT 15 Oct 86 


[Interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher by 
correspondent Rolf Schmidt-Holtz on the “Brennpunkt” pro- 
gram in ARD'sBonn studio on 15 October — recorded] 


[Text] [Schmidt-Holtz] Good evening, Mr Minister. How were 
you informed about the outcome of the summit on Sunday 
evening’ 


[Genscher] We were informed about the interim results during 
the Gay, but it was on Monday morning that we were informed 
about the actual course of the summit and its results — and I 
found it very prompt -- by the U.S. secretary of state in the 
NATO council, where he immediately informed the allies. 


{Schmidt-Holtz] Mr Genscher, be honest, were you disappointed 
or does the foreign minister no longer have such feelings” 


{Genscher} Of course, a foreign minister must be able to have 
feeiings like hope or disappointment. | will not speak of a summit 
failure. I was glad it took place, and | still see it that way. What 
happened in Reykjavik was more than atmospherics, which was 
the case during the first meeting in Geneva. Both sides — the 
U.S. President and the Soviet general secretary — in fact went 
out of their way on some important issues. They had an under- 
Standing about possible ways to solve some important issues. 
They developed structures that were previously considered 
impossible. 


[Schiidt-Holtz} In a sincere and serious way’ 


[Genscher] I believe both were absolutely serious in what they 
did. And that strengthens my confidence that negotiations will 
continue. I said on Monday morning that now is the time for 
further negotiations based on what was established there. If one 
step is not enough, then several steps must be taken. 


[Schmidt-Holtz] Mr Genscher, if you had been in the Hoft: in 
Reykjavik on Sunday evening at 2030 — suppose, Mr Reagan 
had come out, had seen you anu had asked you: This 1s as far! 
have gone — shall J do it? Or should I let it be wrecked by SDI? 
What would you have told him” 


[Genscher] It actually did not fail because of SDI. so an answer 
te your question is impossible. | would have said the same that | 


said the morning after, as did all the European allies who 
followed me — the complicated issue of the relationship between 
strategic offensive weapons and defensive weapons must be fur- 
ther negotiated as must other issues. For heaven's sake, having 
come so far as they did in Reykjavik, we must not throw in the 
towel and say that no more 1s possible. On the contrary, we must 


say. Let us get started 


‘Schmidt-Holtz| Then you might have sand: Mr President, then 
you should go on negotiating anyway. You might have been 
successful! 


|Genscher} | think both sides used the opportunities that were 
avaslabie 


([Schmidt-Holtz}] Mr Genscher, today you talked with the Soviet 
chief negotiator to Geneva Victor Karpov for 2 hours. What did 
he say” 


'Genscher] Mr Karpov came on behalf of the general secretary 
in order to inform the Federal Government about the Soviet view 
of the summut talk in Reykjavik. He reported on the negotiations 
and on the relationship of SDI to strategic weapons. Those are 
two issues that are closely connected to each other. On that there 
is no difference of opinion. Both the President and the general 
secretary realize that essential link. What is especially interest- 
ing to us 1s the negotiations on medium-range missiles — whether 
the negotiations can go on or not or whether they depend on SDI. 
He said no, that the negotiations can continue based on what was 
discussed in Reykjavik. There was agreement on a worldwide 
upper lumit of 100 warheads for cach side, with the Soviet ones 
being stockpiled in the Asian part of the USSR and the US. ones 
in the United States. That would have meant no US. or Soviet 
medium-range missiles in Europe. We have worked towards that 
goal for a jong time. We must continue our work. 


‘Schmidt-Holtz] You just said — and it is very important — that 
there is no package deal, that there ts no connection between the 
negotiations on medium-range missiles and SDI. That means 
that SDI is not obstructing the negotiations, which are very 
important to Europeans 


(Genscher| Learning that was the most important thing for us 
today Mr Karpov sand that he thinks that the negotiations can 











continue based on the Reykjavik negotiations. That means that 
those things are not linked. 


{Schmuidt-Holtz] We have discussed medium-range missiles, but 
there are other weapons. There are chemuca! weapons. There 1s 
the problem of the conventional troop reduction aegotiations in 
Vienna. There is an immediate link, depending on the increasing 
or decreasing significance of nucicar weapons. 


[Genscher] Let me just say a word about chemical weapons. They 
were not discussed at Reykjavik. But in Reykjavik there was 
progress made on the verification issue. That must now be applied 
to the negotiations on an international! ban on chemical weapons 
Chemical weapons are a terrible scourge of mankind. We must 
make progress on that issue at the Geneva negotiating table — 
we ire among those negotiating there. That is also the Soviet 
view. What is particularly important is conventional forces 
between the Atlantic and the Urals. That becomes even more 
important if i comes to nuclear disarmament, because in the 
conventional sector there ix a superiority by the Eastern side that 
must be reduced. Each side should — in conventional terms — 
be only strong enough to defend itself, but not be able to mount 
an attack. The strategy of deterrence must be maintained, and 
during the November meeting of the Vienna CSCE follow-up 
conference we will talk about how that topic can be negotiated. 
that is of direct importance to us. 


{Schmuidt-Holtz] that means, as you have been saying for a long 
time, that there must be further negot:ations? 


[Genscher] You cannot make progress without negotiations. 


[Schmidt-Holtz} | do not want to say that is banal, because | 
agree with you. But | would like to know what cise we can do, 
how we can introduce more German and European interests into 
that dialogue, instead of — and the impression becomes quite 
obvious — constantly asking and begging” 


[Genscher] We have done more. Look, the proposal to eliminate 
medium-range missiles on both sides, which was dealt with in 
Reykjavik, in fact came from us. The dual-track decision was 
developed here, including the details of the negotiations, includ- 
ing details of stockpiling. We were criticized for that. People said 
there would be no more negotiations. But now it is evident our 
government was right. There are negotiations. That was clearly 
a German proposal. We have also long advocated negotiations on 
conventional weapons. Now we are getting them. The European 
conference on disarmament and confidence-building measures 
that was just successfully concluded in Stockholm was a German- 
French proposal that became reality. Those are concrete steps 
toward progress in disarmament. And let me tell you that he who 
believes he can do everything in one day wil! fail. Step by step — 
that is what we are doing as wel! 


[Schmidt-Holtz] Despite everything, Hans-Dietrich Genscher 
has always been a person who has been skeptical, for cxampie 
toward SDI, because — and you said it — he feared the negative 
implications on the disarmament negotiations. Now you say the 
summit has not failed. Is that faith-healing’ 


[Genscher| No. I say that there must also be further negotiations 
on the link between defensive and offensive weapons. That ts the 
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opimion of the FRG Government as weil, which we have said 
repeatedly. Progress in strategic weapons disarmament must 
influence the necessity and the scope of defuensive systems. ! 
objected strongly to rash judgments on SDI before the research 
phase had really ended. 


[Schmidt-Holtz] Mr Minister, how do you explain to our viewers 
why SDI is still needed at all, if nuclear weapons are being 


negotiated away? 


[Genscher] You know that the U.S. — as has been said in one of 
the reports shown on this program — thinks that defensive 
systems are needed on both sides to prevent other countries from 
possibly breaching the agreements. I think now is the time to see 
to it that we really achieve nucicar disarmament. Only then wil! 
such issues arise. 


[Schmuidt-Holtz] There was much hope among Germans for the 
Reykjavik negotiations. Now there 1s disappointment. Consider- 
ing that, should you define the FRG Government's position more 
clearly than you have so far? 


[Genscher] I cannot be disappointed at the rapprochement 
achieved in Reykjavik over eliminating medium-range missiles 
on both sides. Many people considered it impossible, but now 1 
is possible. So let us go on working on it. [passage indistinct} | 
really Deleve there was progress in Reykjavik and we would be 
mistaken — we really would seriously harm our interests — if 
we gave up now. On the contrary — I feel encouraged. 


[Schmidt-Holtz] One more question to the minister. There will 
be election campaigning in our country shortly. You like being 
characterized as the personification of continuity of German 
foreign policy. Not all your coalition colleagues have the same 
view of your detente course. You know there is some criticism in 
that respect. How will you succeed in your course until January’ 


[Genscher]} I think that this policy, which is so successful and 
which is not my private business — the chancellor and | are 
pursuing the policy — surely must reduce critics to silence, if 
there are any 


[Schmidt-Holtz| What 1s your conclusion 3 days after Reykjavik? 


|Genscher| Reykjavik produced greater results than many people 
thought. It did not come up to everyone's expectations, but it 
forms a sound foundation to go on negotiating and that is what 
we wil! do 


[Schmidt-Holtz] Permit me just another question on Gorbachev 
and Reagan. You know both of them, and it 1s almost alarming 
how important it may become to find out whether they get along, 
whether they are on the same wavelength. Do you think that the 
two politicians want to bring about a breakthrough at the next 
summit’ 


|Genscher| 1 think they want that. Whether they bring about a 
breakthrough at the next summit — no one can foresee that. But 
1 proceed from the assumption that both will do everything 
possible today and at the negotiating tables in German and 
Vienna. And that is what we want, too. 


[Schmidt-Holtz] Many thanks, Mr Minister. 
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FRG CHANCELLOR KOHL CITES "PROGRESS" AT REYKJAVIK 


DW171159 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 2110 GMT 16 Oct 86 


Interview with FRG Chancellor Helmut Kohl by correspondents 
Klaus Bresser and Wolfgang Heries in the Mainz ZDF TV studio 
recorded —- DW} 


[Excerpt] [passage omitted}/Bresser) You are going to Washing- 
ton on Monday. Will you tel! Presedent Reagan that you expected 
more from the Reykjavik meeting” 


[Kohl] No, because in fact I did not expect more. I am a realistic 
person. It was a great mistake that in the runup to the Reykjavik 
meeting there were excessive expectations in Washington, in 
Moscow, as well as in Europe. The meeting was unable to 
measure up to those expectations. The original position was quite 
good and reasonable —- so was the outcome. It was said that an 
interim meeting should be held. I had always advocated that. 
Together with my European colleagues, | encouraged the Presi- 
dent to contribute to bringing an interim meeting about. It was 
obvious that the Geneva negotiations had come to a halt — no 
more was possible in Geneva. Thus it was proper to bring the two 
chiefs together so that they could talk about what might be done. 
However, you cannot solve such difficult problems in 1'4 days, 
during night sessions lasting |1 or 12 hours. Now the process is 
again well on its way. Both sides have declared that the door is 
not closed. There are now proposals on the table that must be 
made into agreements. If such proposals had been on the table 2 
years ago, even 6 months ago, we would not have thought them 
possible. Reykjavik has brought progress, and | am grateful for 
it. | wall tell the President, in full agreement with Margaret 
Thatcher, Francois Mitterrand and French policy, that we advo- 
cate further negotiations — promptly, but not rushed. As Mos- 
cow said, all in good time 


{Herles} Mr Chancellor, there are Americans — for example, 
former Geneva negotiator Warnke who say Reagan has 
maneuvered himself into a corner by sticking to SDI, because 
SDI and disarmament depend on one another. Why do you 
continue to support SDI” 

[Kohi} 1 do not think Mr Warnke ts right. I believe two incidents 
or two decisions contributed to the fact that the USSR came to 
the negotiating table, not just to this meeting, but also to the 
Geneva Reagan-Gorbachev meeting. To begin with, in 1983 we 
in the FRG ensured that the NATO dual-track decision, which 
was decided on by NATO and which Helmut Schmidt contri- 
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buted to bringing about, was enforced. At that time nobody 
believed we could do that. It was the FRG that in Autumn 1983 
decided on and carried out the deployment. Our European part- 
ners and friends did the same. You know al! about that. That was 
one important point. Then the discussion about SDI began, the 
decision about SDI, and the research. Because of that it became 
apparent that the USSR had been doing similar research for 15 
years. That was said very clearly in Reykjavik. If the president 
had made concessions — the whole thing is sort of a poker game 
— the USSR would not have had any reason at ail to give in in 
any way. | am absolutely sure that there will be a solution on that 
problem too. For the rest, the Soviets changed their argumenta- 
tion. Even some months ago, SDI was not considered part of a 
package. 


[Bresser! It may be a game, and in the end the two mightiest men 
in the world were stalemated because they did not trust cach 
other. You know both of them. Do you think that trust can stll 
be achieved? 

[Kohl] I do not think your thesis is right. | cannot be sure, but I 
do not think one can say that the two men have no confidence. It 
is an exceptionally difficult and complex topic, the whole topic 
of disarmament and detente, the verification procedures and all 
the other things invoived. It is not a matter of simply trusting 
each other, but there must be facts, one has to agree. To my 
knowledge, your supposition is wrong. | want to express myself 
conservatively, but considering what | know about both sides, | 
proceed from the supposition that there 1s a chance for talks if it 
can be judged by the two men’s personal behavior. | do not mean 
to say that the two men get on well with cach other but | would 
assert that to say the two cannot get along with cach other would 
be wrong. 


[Herles] Do you think Gorbachev will renew his offer some day ’ 
[Kohl] the offer 1s on the tabic. | do not understand your question 


|Herles}| The offer he made in Reykjavik for far-reaching 

[Kohl, interrupting) Of course, the USSR spokesmen here in 
Bonn declared that all that has been said is on the table. They 
said we must go on negotiating. There must be further nego- 
tiations. Permit me one other remark, which may not be alto- 
gether unimportani. | do not believe conferences are successiul 
when the leaders have to deai with the details. A conterence 1s 
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successful if there are very careful preparations and 1/, in the end, 
four or five items are decided upon, and if it 1s negotiated that 
one side will give in on one point, and the other side on the other 
During my 4-year term of office as federal chancellor | have seen 
many times, for example the EC summit, that it is very bad, does 
net facilitate work, and at the same time renders decisions much 
more difficult when many things are piled up and steamroiled 
through during several sessions lasting | 2 to !|4 hours, decisions 
that many times will prove wrong because they were insuifi- 
ciently thought out in a bad situation. | advocate preparing 
thoroughly, working very carefully, then crystalizing the essen- 
tial points. After that decisions must be made 


[Bresser] Was Reykjavik not well prepared” 

[Kohi] Reykjavik was never thought to be a place of decision- 
making. As | said before, the original plan for the meeting — 
and the plan remains legitimate — was to move things that had 
come to a halt, to move on after an intermediate stop. That wil! 
be the case. It is my firm conviction that we wil! have a summit 
in the foreseeable future in which clear declarations and decisions 
will be made. Now the experts, the foreign ministers, and the 
special ministries have to talk with one another. | repeat, | have 
reason not to be boundlessly optimistic, but to be optimistic that 
we will advance by small steps on the mght path. [passage 
omitted] 
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"S GENSCHER, U.S. GENEVA NEGOTIATOR DISCUSS REYKJAVIK 
LDi61840 Hamburg DPA in German 1422 GMT 16 Oct 86 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 16 Oct (DPA) — The Federal Government 
attaches value to the narrowest possible interpretation of the 
1972 USSR-U.S. ABM Treaty. The Foreign Ministry noted this 
today after Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher received 
Max Kampelman, chief US. delegate at the Geneva disar- 
mament talks. In a meeting lasting almost 2 hours Kampeiman 
gave detailed information regarding the course of the Reykjavik 
meeting. Genscher agreed that the “far-reachin, areas of conver- 
gence in arms control questions” achieved in Reykjavik must now 
be realized 


Genscher stressed “the particular significance” of a restrictive 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty. The ABM Treaty also applies 
to space-based defense systems. The United States wants to 
interpret it generously, so that the development and testing of 
prototypes will be allowed. However, the Soviet Union is willing 
to agree, at most, to laboratory experiments. In Reykjavik there 
was failure to reach agreement on this demand for the time being 
[passage omitted] 
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FRG'S GENSCHER, FRANCE'S RAIMOND DISCUSS REYKJAVIK 


LD171308 Hamburg DPA in German 1147 GMT 17 Oct 386 


[Text] Bonn, 17 Oct (DPA) — Moscow's condition that without 
agreement on the U.S. SDI project there cannot be any other 
disarmament agreement was the central topic of an intensive 
exchange of views between the French and Federal German 
foreign ministers today. Foreign Minister Jean-Bernard 
Raimond, who is having long-postponed consultations in Bonn, 
called the problem “fundamental” 


At the same time, the Soviet Embassy in Bonn circulated a letter 
rejecting “incorrect accounts” in the German press, according to 
which Soviet chief negotiator Viktor Karpov allegedly gave an 
assurance of the continuing possibility of separate negotiations 
in Bonn yesterday. The embassy wanted now to “draw attention 
to the fact that the Soviet proposals in Reykjavik represent a 
complete package.” Although there could be no doubt about 
Karpov's statements to a large number of Bonn journalists, the 
embassy has obviously had to pass off as a correction a decision 
taken later by Moscow 


The Soviet circular has finally destroyed hopes of a chance of 
berng able to exclude the SDI problem and make progress with 
agreements such as the zero solution for intermediate missiles 
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Both foreign ministers stressed in Bonn their intention of 
bringing coordinated German-French positions into the East- 
West dialogue. Genscher and Raimond intend to publish iheir 
joint stance on the European security conference on 4 November 
in Vienna in a joint communique in the next couple of weeks 


According to diplomatic sources in Bonn, the Soviet linkage 
means that the Soviet leaders will not at present sign any other 
disarmament agreement without a solution to the SDI problem, 
but that they are prepared to continue to negotiate on the other 
areas of arms. This could presumably [word indistinct} in Geneva 
up to readiness for signing. 


There is still lack of clarity about the Soviet motives and the 
prospects for continuation of the negotiation. Federal Foreign 
Minister Genscher's hopes are based largely on the drawing 
together of positions in Reykjavik. His appeals to make use of 
this will probably depend considerably on the readiness to com- 
promise of the two superpowers. Diplomats today considered it 
axiomatic that Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohi and Foreign 
Minister Genscher and Defense Minister Woerner, who will 
accompany him on his visit to Washington next week, wil! explain 
the Federal Republic's interest in movement in the SDI stance 
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FRG'S GENSCHER SEES U.S.-USSR AGREEMENT ‘POSSIBLE’ 


LD181412 Hamburg DPA in German 1349 GMT 18 Oct 86 


[Text] Bonn, 18 Oct (DPA) — Federal Foreign Minister Hans- 
Dietrich Genscher considers a “settlement satisfactory to both 
sides” between the United States and the Sowet Union on the 
missile defense system in space (SDI), to be possible. Genscher, 
who travels to Washington with Federal Chancellor Helmut 
Kohl on Monday, said on West German Radio ‘(WDR) on 
Saturday that the two superpowers agreed as carly as January 
1985 to prevent the arms race in space and to end it on carth 
They also agreed that, besides the intercontinental missiles, a 
solution for defensive systems, such as SDI, has to be achieved 
The U.S. adherence to SDI led to the failure of the talks between 
U.S. President Ronald Reagan and party chief Mikha:! 


Gorbachev in Reykjavik. 


According to Genscher, the course of the Reykjavik mecting 
changes nothing in the fact that the West must conduct a policy 
of preventing war in future as well. In this regard, the aim of 
eliminating the medium-range missiles on both sides remained 
unchanged. Alongside nuclear disarmament, efforts to disarm in 
conventional weapons and to reduce the eastern super ority have 
to be made at the same time in the interests of Europe. If a 
conventional war were to be conducted in Europe today, it would 
be “a thousand times more terrible than World ‘War II,” Gen- 


scher stressed. 
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GENSCHER ON U.S.-SOVIET TALKS 


DW201300 Cologne Westdeutscher Rundfunk Network in German 1100 GMT 18 Oct 86 


“Excerpts” from interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher by correspondent Kepper; date and place not given — 
recorded | 


[Excerpt | [passage omitted] [Kepper] What chances are there for 
an agreement on intermediate-range missiles? After Reykjavik, 
the Soveet Lnnon says that there ts a linkage and a package, that 
there will be no agreement on intermediate-range weapons uniess 
the  asted States makes concessions on SDI [StrategicDefense 
Initiatrve| Can that linkage be abolis!) cd? 


(Genscher| The linkage is not logical, because intermediate 
-range missiles have nothing to do with strategic offensive and 
defensive systerns. Negotiations are possible, and if they lead to 
a result. | cannot umagine one side saying we have reached 
agreement but we will not sign. We, the West, would be ready. 
| also believe that the Soviet Union will redefine its interests, and 
changes in other fields are possible as weil. We want to develop 
politecal, economic, and technological cooperation between East 
and West. That will stabslize East-West relations, which is 
extremely important now. We want to achieve a bar on chemical 
weapons worldwide. That is an important goal. I think that if 
progress on intermediate-range missiles is possible now, energetic 
negotiations should be conducted, and at the end of the nego- 
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tuations the Soviet Union should be asked again whether it really 
insists on such linkage. 


[Keppler] Nonetheless, for the moment at any rate, it all depends 
on SDI. We all know that the U.S. President is very clear and 
very tough in that respect. He wants to retain SDI, which he says 
constitutes an insurance policy. what do you think about SDI” 


\Genscher] The United States and the Soviet Union agreed in 
January 1985 that they wanted to prevent an arms race in space 
and halt it on earth. They also agreed that the intercontinental! 
strategic missiles and the defensive systems — that is SDI. 
among other things — should be discussed and resolved. We 
continue to be interested in that. The Federal Government has 
repeatedly said that in our view the extent of the reduction of 
offensive strategic weapons should also have an influence on the 
number and necessity of defensive systems. | am explaining our 
position. We are sticking to that just as we are sticking to the 
promise the U.S. Government made a year ago at the NATO 
counci! that it will continue to interpret the ABM treaty 
restrictively. Thus it should be possible for the United States and 
the Soviet Union to achieve a solution satisfactory to both sides 
under the ABM treaty, a solution that takes both sides’ security 
interests into account. 
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FRG'S GENSCHER MEETS SOVIET ENVOY, REJECTS MISSILE DEAL 


LD301752 Hamburg DPA in German 1708 GMT 30 Oct 86 
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[Text] Bonn, 30 Oct (DPA) — In a talk with the Soviet ambas- 
sador in Bonn, Yuliy Kvitsinskry, West German Foreign Min- 
ister Hans-Dietrich Genscher has once again rejected a Soviet 
package deal on the missiles question. The Foreign Ministry 
made it known afterward that Genscher opposed the link made 
by Moscow between an agreement on medium-range missiles and 
the U.S. space defense project SDI, because questions that are 
not connected must not be linked together 


The talk in the Foreign Ministry was to prepare for Genscher’s 
meeting with Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze on 
the sidelines of the third CSCE follow-up conference, which 
starts on Tuesday in Vienna. All 35 foreign ministers of the 
participating states are expected to be present at the opening 
ceremony of the European security conference in Vienna 


In his talks with the Soviet ambassador, Genscher also called 
once again for a continuation of the superpower talks on the basis 
of the Reykjavik meeting. He stressed the particular significance 
of negotiations on conventional disarmament in all of Europe 
Following the Iceland summit, the CSCE conference is of even 
greter importance for East-West relations, Genscher said 


In an interview today, Genscher answered the question whether 
the Soviet Union could refuse to sign a fully prepared treaty on 
medium-range missiles by saying that neither of the two super- 
powers can go back on “what was achieved in Reykjavik.” 
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{Interview with Federal Chancellor lielmut Kohl by DIE WELT Editor-in-Chicf 
Manfred Schell: date and place not yiven) 


[Excerpt] DIE WELT: 
ference will open tomorrow. 


Kohli: The CSCE process, initiated |! years ago with the 
signing of the Helsinki Final Act, is gaining increasingly greater 
importance. That applies in particular to us Europeans, in the 
West and in the East. The CSCE Fina! Act created a basis upon 
which East-West relations could be constructively devcioped 
The past 6 years have proven that on that basis the difficult 
moments in East-West relations could be surmounted. 


Let me give you an example: In 1983, at the height of the 
heated debate about the NATO two-track decision, the Soviet 
Union left the Geneva disarmament negotiations, protesting 
against the deployment of U.S. medium-range missiles We 
Europeans, in particular we Germans, ureed that the Madrid 
follow-up CSCE conference could be concluded successfully 
Why’ Because then the Stockholm conference could be opened 
in January 1984. And that was important, because it gave the 
two superpowers the opportunity to resume the dialogue after the 
Geneva failure. That occurred with the meeting between the LU 5S 
Secretary of State Shultz and the then Soviet Foreign Minister 
Gromyko. Morcover, the conference concluded 2 months ago 
with impressive results. 


Die Welt. Nevertheless, Mr Federal Chancellor, sometimes it 
seemed as if the superpowers considered the CSCE process more 
or less a kind of playground for Furopeans 
Kohl: That assumption is not completely wrong. However, it is 
not always easy and comfortable to reach agreements among 35 
participating nations. Talks and negotiations between two parties 
- as they are taking place in Geneva and Reykjavik — are not 
substantively simpler, but certainly less complicated procedur- 
ally. However, at the bilateral US.-USSR negotiations, the 
superpowers interests are in the foreground of the discussions 
The CSCE conferences center primarily on European interests, 
including the neutral and nonaligned European countries. That 
is the forum where the two superpowers have to negotiate with 
the East and West European countries and have to come to a joint 
understanding. That is important and cannot be renounced. It 


Mr Federal Chancellor, the Vienna follow-up CSCE con- 
liow do you assess the CSCE process? 


generates a reciprocity between President Reagan's and CGicncral 
Socretary Gorbachev's summut talks and the acgotiations at the 
CSC follow-up conferences 


Die Welt. What kind of reciprocity do you sce between the 
results of the Reykjavik summut talks between President Reagan 
vad General Secretary Gorbachev and the Vicnna CSCE confer 
CnC’ 

Kohl The reciprocity that | mentioned will be most evident in 
Vienna. If you, Mr Schell, analyze the sum of all the results of 
Reykjavik, you will find that President Reagan and General 
Secretary Gorbachev have talked about “ery comprehensive and 
far reaching disarmament proposals that would immediately 
iffect the security of Western Europe were they to become 


reality 


That applics in particular to the reduction in the aumber of 
nuclear weapons. Look, the NATO defense strategy of flexible 
response 15 based on the existence of auclear systems. The morc 
the systems are reduced, the less effective that strategy will 
become. Simultancously, measures had to be taken and acgu- 
trations held between East and West in order to create a tolerable 
balance for Western Europeans in the conventional sector, too 
That ts what is to be discussed in Vienna now. All 35 member 
nations are to decide on a joint diroctive stating at which negot 
ating forum and with what goals conventional weapons controls 
are to be discussed and results achieved. There, too, the goal ms 
more security with fewer weapons. 


Die Welt. Some 3 weeks after the sensational summit mecting 
in Reykjavik, how do you assess the results, particularly after 
your talks with President Reagan in Washington? 

Koh! I feel now more than ever that it was correct that the 


Federal Government pressed for summit diplomacy from the 
very beginning, from October 1982, when it took over. It forced 
the two superoowers to give some thought to the results they 
wanted to achieve. We have now achieved a degree of rap 
prochement in arms control issues between Last and West that 
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no one considered possible | year ago. Negotiations between 
experts are important. However, experience teaches us that 
decisions can be implemented only by the respective top echelons. 
That process must be continued. Reykjavik has proved that 
important disrmament progress can be achieved now. 


In my opinion four agreements can be achieved in the near future: 
first, on dismantling all longer range intermediate-range weap- 
ons in central Europe and on their reduction in Soviet Asia. In 
addition there must be a commitment to negotiate on shorter 
range intermediate-range systems to reduce their numbers and 
achieve similar ceilings. 


Second, the number of strategic nuclear weapons could be 
reduced by 50 percent. Third, an international ban on chemical 
weapons would be achievable now. Fourth, it could be agreed that 
nuclear testing will be gradually reduced corresponding to the 
dismantling of nuclear weapons. that would be important pro- 
gress for which all of mankind is waiting. 


Die Welt. General Secretary Gorbachev stated in Reykjavik 
that he is prepared to accept only a package solution. Therefore, 
is your hope for individual agreements in vain? 

Kohi: thope that was not the Soviet general secretary's last 
word. Negotiations have not been concluded yet. In other signifi- 
cant matters, such as SDI and the pertinent research work, the 
two superpowers have approached each other with greater 
flexibility. | am certain that an everything or nothing position 
would not help us to move ahead. On the contrary, I am convinced 
that every agreement possible should be concluded now. It will 
further strenghten mutual confidence, thus contributing to 
achieving further progress on the considerably more complicated 
issues. 
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FRG: SPD'S BAHR INTERVIEWED ON BRIEFING BY KARPOV 


DW161500 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0615 GMT 16 Oct 86 


[Internew with SPD disarmament expert Egen Bahr by reporter 
F. Schwarz, date and place not given — recorded) 


[Excerpt] [Passage omitted] [Schwarz] You talked to Viktor 
Karpov yesterday. Did he confirm that the Russians feel that SDI 
could have left the U.S. research laboratories long ago’ 


[Bahr] No, he did not confirm that, and he cannot confirm i. He 
only said that the Soviet Union will by no means accept a race 
with the United States on SDI. The Soviet Union considers 
unrealistic and hopeless to move into space with such technology 
and is considering doing something simpler, less expensive, and 
very effective with known technology, so as to reduce any SDI 
weapons system in space to zero. [as heard] That means of course 
that the Soviets are considering, among other things, mcreasing 
the number of intercontinental missiles. It also means that you 
cannot reduce intercontinental missiles and have an SDI option. 
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FRG PRESS DISCUSSES REAGAN-GORBACHEV MEETING 


DWO11116 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0605 GMT 1 Oct 86 


[From the Press Review] 


[Excerpts] Today's topic is the announcement of the next meeting 
between U.S. President Reagan and Soviet party chief 
Gorbachev in Reykjavik, Iceland. 


Frankfurter Allgemeine writes: About | year ago Reagan and 
Gorbachev met in Geneva. They were sizing each other up on 
that occasion, as did Kennedy and Khrushchev in Vienna, only 
the outcome this time was better for the Amencans than th last 


the United States, which he is avoiding now, will be at all 
thinkable in the near future. However, Reagan and Gorbachev 
do not want to let contacts lapse. They will meet halfway, in 
Iceland — not to sign an agreement, but to let reason prevail. 
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Luebecker Nachrwhten « of the following opimion: Reagan's 
preparedness to fly to Iceland ss obviously am American conces- 
sion. It is possibly the price Reagan had to pay to have the US. 
journalist, Damioff, who was held in Moscow, return home im an 
acceptable way. Gorbachev has never made it a secret that he 
would like to hold the next meeting on neutral territory. Reagan 
wants to receive the Sowet leader mn the Unsned States this year, 
if possible. Both are to take place now. As welcome as every talk 
of the two leading men may be, the Reykjavik enterprise looks 
as if it were a bit too hastily arranged. It can hardly be expected 
that great things will take place in Iceland next week. Dis- 
appointment, however, could take the momentum out of the 
costly dialogue before the main event has taken place. Therefore, 
the Reykjavik meeting is not without risk. [passage omited] 


Duesseldorf Rheinische Post notes: The meeting will mainly 
serve to prepare the planned official meeting of the two men in 
the United States. Therefore, one can properly speak of a pre- 
paratory summit. This should dampen expectations from the very 
beginning about concrete disarmament steps in Reyiganik. Such 
a reserved pownt of view is supported by the fact that Reagan has 
asked Chancellor Kohl, among others, for suggestions for the 
forthcoming meeting. They will be introduced in the Reykjavik 
talks and possibly change one or another approach of U S. ideas. 


Die Welt writes: Kealism instead of peace dreams and 
steadfastness instead of unpredictability regarding alliance 
policy have facilitated the Reykjavik meeting. Without over 
rating the German contribution, one can say that the Federal 
Government's implementing NATO's two-track decision has 
quickened Moscow's preparedness for talks. The Reagan- 
Gorbachev meeting 1s also :ndirectly an endorsement of Chancel- 
lor Kohl, who has been in office 4 years now 
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DW101040 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0605 GMT 10 Oct 86 


'From the Press Revew 


‘Text! One of today's topncs s the forthcomung U S -Sovet 
meeting in Reyasavik 


Newe Ornabruecker Zeitung eres the following, Reagan and 
Gorbachev have tangioly umproved the climate of the meeting 
between ‘he superpowers through clear gestures. That os a pre- 
requisite for success, but not yet a guarantee. The spirit of 
Geneva was almost enthussastically praised after the first summn 
meeting. but it did not turn out to be fruitful. Much would be 
won if “here were success im creating concrete conditions and 
estabirshong a framewors for progress mm the arms lemutatoon talks 
and solving regional! conflicts like Afghanistan. It will be decisive 
for success or farlure how far the two statesmen are prepared to 
keep insoluable problems out and concentrate on those pormts 
where there are chances for agreement. Yesterday, Moscow 
proclaimed Reykjavik the hour of truth. For the people of the 
world, however, it will remamn the hour of hope 


Braunschwerger Zeitung notes: There is no shortage of good 
advice to Pressdemt Reagan on the way to the preparatory seummn 
mn loeland For good reason the Federa! Government has pounted 
out to hem the German concern about the intermediate-range 
Warsaw Pact missiles threatening us. First, even after a possible 
interim agreement on mmtermediate-range missiles, this category 
of weapons would continue to be a lasting threat without a 
counterweight. Second, the FRG as a loyal ally — i contrast to 
some other NATO members — has a right to see that its concerns 
wit] not be ignored in the possible atte pt of the bug powers to 
negotiate among themselves ther own understandings on (herr 
own interests 


The Essen Vewe Rwhr-Zeitune sees the meeting differently 
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When the two most powerful men m the world meet tor a 
preparatory sumemut m Reykjawek, Western Europe will aga 9 be 
condemned to be an onlooker. ![t ss also an wndicatvon that the EC. 
despite ots sgmificance as a trade and economic giant. us not even 
a small actor on the world polvtical stage. In such a stuation the 
directly elected European Parliament is mght mm expressing the 
EC's opumion. In a resolution, t clearly demanded the creation of 
nuctear and chemical weapons-free zones in Europe “No dowdt a 
surprising decison of 2 parliament whose majority ss represented 
by the bourgeons-conservative camp. Did the German Christian 
Democrats or the British Conservatives all of a sudden really 
decide differently from thes governments in Bonn or London’ 
In swoh a case the European Parliament would have made a 
sensational decrmon. However, was not so. Most deputies were 
absent when the motion by the communist faction was discussed 
yesterday. A poor sgn for the European deputies. How seriously 
do they take thew business, bow seriously thew one political 
weight’ In thus way they will lose the torlsomely achieved 
jegitimation by voters as the parliamentary vorce of Europe. The 
impression 1s awful, internally and externally. There ss no such 
thing as voice of the Europe 


Hannoversche Aligemeine notes =Gorbachev can be happy A 
few hours before the beginning of the East-West summit in 
Reykjavik, the allies of bis US discussion partner supply argeu- 
ments to him free of charge The appeal by the European 
Parliament to the dig powers on some pornts ond formulations 
follows Moscow's course m arms control talks. In a decisive 
moment of the U S -Sovet dialogue, which has been resumed 
after a long ice age, the elected representatives of |2 EC states 
stab their US. alliance partner mm the back with arguments. This 
blow below the belt by the Strasbourg Parliament does not look 
any better because of the shameful fact that the communrsts 
ballot victory was possible only because of a blunder 
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FRG PRESS DISCUSSES OUTCOME OF REYKJAVIK MEETING 
13 October Press Review 


DW131308 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0605 GMT 13 Oct 86 


[From the Press Review] 


[Text] Editorial writers today deal in particular with the results 
of the Reagan-Gorbachev talks in Iceland's capital Reykjavik. 


Frankfurter Allgemeine writes on the meeting between US. 
President Ronald Reagan and Soviet party leader Gorbachev: 
The world nghtly did not hold its breath because of Reykjavik. 
Even clever dramatic effects like the extension of the two world 
leaders’ talks do not mean that there bas been a marked rap 
prochement when they were taking stock of the international 
situation. It will become clear later whether al! that postive 
optimism was lastingly justified — at the negotiation tables in 
Geneva and Vienna and in practical politics of those concerned 
which not lastly is determined by the power of their opponents at 
home. At any rate, the superpowers’ basic accords and political 
directives for negotiations do not automatically also mean that 
the negotiators dealing with the issues will reach agreement as 
weil 


Newe Osnabruecker Zeitung has thistosay: The East and West 
have a great hope less. Ronald Reagar and Mikhail Gorbachev 
will not sit at a table again very soon to discuss agreement on the 
limitation of arms arsenals. The two statesmen parted with the 
bitter admission that they do not at present see an opportunity of 
understanding. The dialogue came to a disappointing and 
alarming end. There is something tragic about the failure of the 
second meeting. But the sound bases for concrete accords failed, 
because Reagan refused to negotiate on his defense initiative SDI 
which Gorbachev wanted to make a condition for a deal with the 
United States 


The Braunschweieer Zeitung commentator expresses the follow- 
ing view: Those who are disappointed with the presummiut or 
struggic in Reykjavik expected too much. After all, the meeting 
opened up prospects for possible reductions of nuclear arsenals. 
However, the Soviets find it hard to give them up because their 
joss means the abolition of capabilities of political threat which 
have been piled up with tremendous efforts. SDI. the antumussile 
defense system that cxists at present only as a rudimentary 
development, is already creating large dynamism in that very 











direction. Therefore, Gorbachev ted once egain to kill it. Even 
though Reykjavik seems to represent a delay in disarmament, 
future meetings will agree on mussiic reductions all the more 
rapidly, not despite but because of SDI. 


The Essen Westdeutsche Allgemeine says in an editorial: After 
Reykjavik, the world does not have much more than a chance of 
disarmament. It ts a jong way yet to an agreement. Regarding in 
particular the U.S. space defense system and the reduction of 
long-range mussiles, only a very cautious rapprochement can be 
noted. The guals of the Reykjavik mecting justly were relatively 
modest. The Geneva negotiators were to be given fresh impulses. 
That was done, the newspaper stresses. 


Sueddeutsch: Zeitung comments: What matters to the two 
superpowers is their self-image and their power positions. To 
defend both and yet put an end to the second cold war, Reagan 
and Gorbachev went to Reykjavik. In iceland they took a large 
step in the direction of new detente. The statement Reagan made 
at the conclusion of the Geneva summit | year ago also holds true 
today: Much is left to be done 


14 October Press Review 
DW141215 Cologne Deutschiandfunk Network in German 
0605 GMT 14 Oct 8&6 


(From the Press Review] 


[Excerpt] Again Reykjavik dominates FRG press headlines 
today. [passage omitted) 


Sueddeuische Zeitung writes: Gorbachev's insistence on deac- 
tivation of SDI shows the Russians’ profound concern at being 
overtaken by the Americans in the scientific-technological arena 
and of being militarily degraded to a lower status. The chief of 
the Kremlin said in Reykjavik that he would be crazy to agree to 
that, and now a point of no return has been reached. That may 
apply specifically to him. He will have a difficult time maneuver- 
ing between his promises and the military's expectations. Large 
parts of the international public will preobably view Gorbachev 
as a man who is more serious about disarmament than Reagan. 
However, the political gain is imponderable and will disappear 
in the course of time 


We read in Die Welt. Why did Reagan not give in? The rest of 
the world is asking. The German opposition is speaking of a black 
Sunday for mankind. The Federal Government states that nego- 
tiations will continue — to quote the Chancellor's Office — and 
that statesmanship should now avond setbacks — to quote the 
Foreign Ministry. The issue, SDI, is a delicate subject in the 
Western world, including the FRG. Reagan wants a revolution 
Defensive weapons are supposed to replace, not just reduce the 
number of offensive weapons. Gorbachev cannot accept that 
strategic revolution. The military, the Politburo, and he person- 
ally consider such a revolution a form of disarmament. We could 
ask whether Gorbachev only used SDI as a pretext to allow hum 
to retain his missiles — the only thing the Sovet Union has in 
large enough quantity. The FRG opposition and government are 
not asking that legitimate question. in view of the frustrated 
hopes, the citizens will hear from politicians only incomplete or 
emotional statements for a while, Die Welt remarks 
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Frankfurter Allgemeine stresses: Soviet diplomacy has tradi- 
tionally had the advantage of a sensation at the beginning of 
serious negotiations. Stalin was a master at that game Ir reality, 
something useful has been begun regerding disarmament 
agreements. However, the road is stony and long. After Reyikja- 
vik, the chances for the superpowers to recognize the practical 
usefulness of negotiations on disarmament sicps are no worse 
than they were previously following the differences over 
intermediate-range counterarmamoent. The areas of agreement 
are greater than they were a year ago. Now there will be an 
interruption, but no ice age, believes Frankfurter Allgemeine 
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REAGAN, GORBACHEV SPEECHES ELICIT COMMENTS BY FRC PRESS 


DW151205 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0605 GMT 15 Oct 86 


[From the Press Review] 


[Text] The topics discussed by editorial writers today include the 
speeches given by U.S. President Reagan and Soviet general 
Secretary Gorbachev on disarmament. 


We read in the Frankfurter Allgemeine editorial: in the near 
future we will probably have to expect a time of silence. On the 
one hand, Gorbachev will wait and see whether the U.S. Congress 
restrains Reagan's SDI plans financially. On the other hand, the 
Soviet propaganda machinery will use the time to hammer into 
Western Europeans that the Reykjavik failure is attributable 
only to the fact that Reagan is doggedly adhering to SDI. The 
productive continuation of negotiations in Geneva or elsewhere 
will depend on whether Western public allows itself to be intimi- 
dated by such an offensive. The reactions, which so far have been 
relatively calm, give reason for hope, states Frankfurter Alige- 
meine. 


Berliner Morgenpost stresses: 1t would have been a great gain 
if Reykjavik had contributed toward an improvement of the 
climate between the two superpowers. President Reagan's speech 
was marked by pointed soberness, and yesterday the chief of the 
Kremlin also exerted rhetorical restraint. That practice should 
be continued. Immoderate Soviet propaganda attacks have poi- 
soned the climate all too often. It is up to Moscow to bring about 


19274 


CSO: 5200/2456 


a change, which would, however, have to be lasting. 


Westfalische Nachrichten published in Muenster writes: The 
failure of Reykjavik cannot be denied or played down. The 
detente politicians landed on ihe hard ground of reality. None- 
theless, the summiteers fall was not permanent. Two days after 
the failure of the meeting, the U.S. side yesterday was clearly 
trying to limit the damage and sort out the shambles. Reagan 
self-confidently repeated his invitation to Gorbachev to visit the 
United States for another summit meeting. The door is open, but 
can and will the chief of the Kremlin go through it? What 
Gorbachev said about that on Soviet television yesterday at least 
does not rule out that possibility, Westfaelische Nachrichten 
comments. 


Braunschweiger Zeitung states: Reagan and Gorbachev are 
trying not to reduce their flexibility by defiant attitudes. The 
US. President avoided putting the blame on anyone and used 
markedly moderate language, thereby keeping the door open far 
a visit by his Soviet discussion partner to the United States. In 
his television speech, the communist leader aiso ..d not slam the 
door and he avoided verbal attacks. The hint given by Soviet 
Chief negotiator Karpov that the USSR did not create a linkage 
between missile disarmament and missile defense, SDI, is even 
more significant. And why should it — in view of the fact that 
SDI is not the cause of the accumulated nuclear offensive arse- 
nals, but the response? 
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FRG'S DIE ZEIT BLAMES REAGAN FOR REYKJAVIK ‘FIASCO’ 


DW171141 Hamburg DIE ZEIT in German 17 Oct 86 p 1 


[Christoph Bertram commentary: “The Bitter Truth About 
the Summit”) 


[Text] Fog is clouding the reality of Reykjavik. Even though both 
superpowers have suffered defeat, cach side is pretending 1 was 
successful. President Reagan stated bousterously that the United 
States and the Soviet Union were nearer to an agreement “than 
ever before.” However, he thwarted it at the last minute. General 
Secretary Gorbachev is a remarkable political winner on points. 
However, he has not come closer to his goal of curbing arms 
expenditures so as to relieve the ailing Soviet economy. Western 
European governments, in particular the FRG Government, are 
pretending that everything is all right and the the goal now is to 
define the Reykjavik concessions at the Geneva negotiating table. 


However, nobody should be mistaken. The chance of the century 
to agree in a sweeping move on the most comprehensive disarma- 
ment package of the nuclear age has been mussed. Anything 
seemed possible in iceland over the weekend — a drastic and 
almost complete reduction of intermediate-range weapons, a 
radical cutback of intercontinental missiles, and a new compre- 
hensive disarmament schedule. It looked too good to be true. It 
was a unique chance that will never come again. 


It is Ronald Reagan who is chiefly to blame for the fiasco 
Certainly Mikhail Gorbachev was also not without fault. Before 
the meeting in Iceland he had led the world to believe that the 
Soviet Union would be ready to sign a separate agreement on 
medium-range weapons Now he has also made that agreement 
conditional on the US. giving in on space defense. In Reykjavik, 
Gorbachev bet everything on one card. He wanted to change the 
President's mind by means of generous offers on offensive weap- 
ons. But it did not work. 


When Reagan, late Sunday afternoon, irritated and tired, closed 
the folder in front of hum and said there was no use arguing about 
SDI, the general secretary had no alternative at hand. Now the 
hawks in the Kremlin, who have been feeling uncomfortable for 
a jong tome over the mmaginative intuatives submitted by their 
dynamic boss, will insist even more that thew beautiful, shiny 
nucicar weapows will only be scrapped if America gives in 
formally on space weapons. Because he risked so much the 
gencral secretary has now Jost fcarbility 


However, « « the US. Pressdemt who is responsible for the 
decisive historical failure. He had the chance to go down mm 
history as a great statesman. Now he looks like many of his critics 
have always seen him, even though his long streak of luck made 
them doubt the yudgment ume and again — a politician from 
the boondocks, whose simple recipes may be good for the admun- 
istration of the State of Califormia, but not for the leadership of 
a superpower and the Western alliance. The big deal at Reykja- 
vik failed because he did not want to give up the simplistic idea 
of antumussile Gefense in space, which miraculously 6 supposed 
to free makind from the threat of nuckear weapons. 


However, it only surprised those who in the past had not believed 
Ronald Reagan. Many wishful thinkers m Europe, the United 
States, and cven im the Kremlin thought Reagan was a ciever 
pragmatist who would bring i the harvest in duc tume and would 
thus go down im history as a great president of peace. He was 
pransed for having brough “the Soviets back to the negotiating 
table” with SDI [Strategic Defense Initiative} But now, there he 
is “with empty hands and empty pockets,” as Gorbachev said in 
his press conference. He bluffed not the Soviets, but those woh 
believed in his statesmanship. When the moment of truth came, 
statesman Reagan was not present. 


Already the appeasers are trying to find excuses, saying that the 
President just cannot amtagomze his rightist followers, that 
nobody can expect that } weeks prior to the congressional cicc- 
tions. Mikhail Gorbachev even saw Reagan in the hands of the 
“muilitary-industrial complies.” Really’ Could the conservative 
militant anticommunists really have cornered the most popular 
and the most powerful US. President — at least as far as the 
media — concerned this president, of all presidents, even 
though he could have come back from Iceland with a tremendous 
success’ 


If the President had only wanted to achveve that, he would have 
had the support of all Americans, including even the military, 
who for along tume have observed with mixed cmotions the 
expentrve SDI provect absorbeng the limuted funds mn the weapons 
budget carmarked for research and development 


Reagan could have dropped SDI. but did not want to. That 1s the 
bitter truth. Shortly after his famous “star wars” speech mm 1983, 
one of bis closest asdessand: “That came from his heart.” Those 
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who still did not believe « heard u from Reagan personally last 
Twesday mght when. m an attempt to justify the failure of 
Iceland, he praued ©DI. stateng that a was “America’s life 
insurance,” the “key to a world without nuclear weapons.” and 
a “guarantee of our security.” So everything cise just had to take 
second place — a Cisarmament agreement that would have grven 
Reagan almost cverything be had ever hoped for, as well as 
conssdcration ior the alles, who had at least capected alimrtation 
of imtermediate-range weapons in Reykjavik. 


There is hardly any reason to believe that there could be a fresh 
start before Reagan must icave the White House. It us truce. the 
Europeans are trying to encowrage themselves’ Did Gorbachev 
and Reagan not jointly stress that the dialogue would be contin- 
ved’? They say with defiant optimism that the proposals are now 
on the Geneva negotiating table. Are the negotiators who depend 
on instructions now supposed to straighten things out’ 


At best they could succeed in doing so if the Pressdent were to 
qualify his “no” at Reykjavik. However, there is no reason to 
hope for that. Even if the Soviets win a propaganda victory, even 
if the U.S. clections were to weaken Reagan. and even if the 
European governments, who so far have shown understanding 
and regard for the pet idea of the old man im the White House, 
were now to ask him to consider thei interests, this pressdent will 
not change his mind anymore. Ronald Reagan is totally commut- 
ted to SDI. 


Therefore, the hope for common sense cannot be based on the 
West's optimism. It must instead be based on something reliable 
—the fact that technology 1s not available to an unlumited extent 
to fulfill all of Reagan's visions . and the fact that the backward 
Soviet Union and even the rich United states have financial 
limits. This much iscertains Reagan's space plans will not grow 
indefinitely. 


The crucial problem for the future therefore is: When the 
Soviets realize that some day, will Mikhail Gorbachev still be 
able to stand by the offers he presented so temptingly in Reykja- 
vik’ The chance of Iceland will never come again. However, 
beyond al] hopes and disappointments. realities urge both super- 
powers to halt the arms race. When Reagan's time is over, 
perhaps the realists will be able to salvage part of what was so 
unnecessarily buried in Reykjavik 


53 





JPRS-TAC-86-095 
17 December 1986 


U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


INDIANS SEE DANGER OF LIMITING ARMS CONTROL AGREEMENT 
Madras THE HINDU in English 31 Oct 86 p 8 


[Editorial] EVEN AS THE US. Strategic Defence initia- 
tive proved to be the stumbling biock on the 
road tO mitiailing an arms contro! accord at the 
Reykjavik mun-sumwnit, the clear impression em- 
erged at the end of the meeting that both the Un- 
ted States and the Soviet Union would work to- 
wards the e'imination of all nuclear weapons with 
in the next ten years. Ever since the conclusion 
of the iceland meeting between Mr Ronald Rea- 
gan and Mr. Miknai!l Gorbachev. top officials of 
the Soviet Union went to considerable lengths 
to dispe! the notion that the broad understan- 
ding reached by the two leaders was confined 
to scrapping ballistic missiles Onty—rather if in 
Cluded long-range bombers. crursse mssiles. sub 
marine based weapons and other smaller wea- 
ponry. Apparently the need for the clarification 
from Moscow s standpoint was the perception 
of an effort in some quarters in the United States 
to force Mr. Peagan into limiting the focus of 
negotiations. The Reagan adrrwnistration has pro- 
ceeded with ts qualification on the types of 
nuclear weapons to be eliminated. Under the 
latest set of directives on future arms control 
Negotiations with the Soviet Union. Washington 
seeks to do away with balistic missiles within 
the next decade and aiso the medium range wea- 
pons in Evrope—inpilying that & wents to re- 
tain in its arsenal a large stockpile of cruise mis- 
silus, nuclear bombs and nuciear-tipped shells 
In setting this lmited agenda. Mr. Reagan seers 
to have caved in to ntense pressure from the 
hawks within hs adrrunustration. the hardliners in 
the American Congress and conservative ailies 
Overseas who have been arguing that the United 
States should not go through with ths total eli 
mination route without first taking into account 
the realities of the conventional fighting capabi 
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lity. The crux of the argument is that Washington 
has not paid enough aftention to the convention- 
al abilities as * has been relying too much on 
nuclear deterrence ail these years. 


The decision to emphasise ballistic mussiles 
in the process of eliminating nuclear weapons 
will not only rane the question amongst allies 
and adversaries alike of the seriousness of the 
United States in coming to a realistic accord on 
arms control but would undoubtedly bring about 
a stiff response from the Soviet Union Dis- 
concerting as it s. the US. move also comes at 
a time when political relations with Moscow 
have taken a turn for the worse with the mass 
expulsions of diplomats. in the realm of arms con- 
trol. # it is indeed the intention of the hardliners 
in Washington to start a fresh debate on what 
constitutes “elimination of nuclear weapons 
with a view to delaying or wrecking the chances 
of an agreement on this vital issue. such a strate- 
gy should come as no major surprise. It is pre- 
cisely this group of officials and legisiators who 
would like to see nothing more than the United 
States pushing for military superiority. The argu 
ment quite often advanced to this effect is that 
apart from the fact that the Soviet Union cannot 
be trusted. Moscow wouid not initia! any accord 
that is not to its advantage. Although at the end 
of the iceland summit it was clear that Mr 
Gorbachev was looking for a comprehensive 
package—one that would include long-range 
medium-range and space based weapons— 
Staternents from the officials of the Reagan ad- 
mrurustration over the last two weeks stil! seem to 
indicate that American hopes of a piecemeal 
solution to the issue (by way of an agreement on 
imermediate-range weapons) are very much 
alive With Moscow quite insistent on confining 
the SDI to the laboratory stage as weil as finding 
ways to strengthen the 1972 ABM treaty. any at- 
tempts to limit the area of agreement would not 
only set the clock Dack on the arms contro! 
issue but also undermine what little confidence- 
building mechanisms that have been meticulous- 
ly Built up thus far in bilateral relations 
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BRIEFS 
FRG SUMMIT SUGCESTIONS--The Federal Covernment in Bonn is 


drawing, up its own proposals for the superpower summit mecting in Keykjavik 
at the weekend, State Secretary Ost said that the sugrestions would be sent 
to Washington and Moscow within the next few days. Ost confirmed that Soviet 
party leader Gorbachev, too, had briefed Federal Chancellor Kohl] personally 
on his motives and thoughts in connection with the meeting in Iceland. [Text! 
|Coloyne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 2000 GMT 6 Oct 86 LD] /9274 
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SALT/START ISSUES 


TASS: U.S. DEPLOYMENT OF 131ST B-52 ‘VIOLATED' SALT II 
TASS Report 


LD181956 Moscow TASS in English 1944 GMT 18 Nov 86 


xt! Washington November 18 TASS -- The TASS corresrondent Andrey Fedyashin reports: 


. 
<-> 


The Reagan administration, having firmly taken the road of abandoning the most 
portant treaty obligations in the sphere of nuclear arms control, has already 
lated the basic provisions of the Soviet-U.S. SALT-2 treaty. 

Washington has been accused of this by deputy director of the influential public 


snization, Arms Control Association, James Rubin. He said in Washington today that 
the 1 8-52 strategic bomber equipped with cruise missiles with nuclear warheads 
left the hangers of the auxiliary air base in San Antonio, Texas, and that this shows 
thet the USA has already gone beyond the limits of the SALT-2 treaty. 


mber was re-equipped as a nuclear missile carrier and deployed at the air base on 
November 12. The SALT-2 treaty, as is known, envisages the limit of 1,320 units for the 
mirved strategic missiles and bombers with cruise missiles. 


The newspaper WASHINGTON POST writes today that a number of high representatives of the 
administ: ation who asked that their names should not be given also hold that the treaty 
has already been abandoned since a modified bomber cannot be registered by Soviet 
technical means of monitoring. The newspaper notes that under the provisions of the 


treaty, missiles and bombers with cruise missiles must be registered after they leave 
shops, plants or other facilities. 


Speakes Confirms Deployment 


0182123 Moscow TASS in English 2103 GMT 18 Nov 86 

Text) Washington November 18 TASS -- The Reagan administration has firmly embarked on 
the road of torpedoing the crucial treaty commitments in the field of nuclear arms 
ontrol and does not intend further to adhere to the critical provisions of the 

t-U.S. SALT-2 treaty. 

Larry Speakes, White House deputy press secretary, told a briefing here today that 
since the SALT-2 treaty was not ratified, it did not exist. He recalled the U.S. 
resident's statement to the effect that the United States would not any longer observe 


that the l3lst B-52 bomber equipped with cruise-missiles would be 
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SALT/START ISSUES 


TASS: PERLE'S CALL FOR ABOLISHING ICBM'S ANALYZED 

LD202013 Moscow TASS in English 1932 GMT. iov 86 

[Vain Hopes, Mr Perle’’--TASS headline 

[Text] Moscow November 20 TASS -- TASS military writer Viadimir Chernyshev: 

U.S. Assistant Secretary of Defense Richa: erle is now fiercely advocating the idea 
that the USSR and the USA should ibolisi ballistic missiles (ground—- and 
submarine-launched ICBM's) while preserving third component of the strategic triad, 
heavy bombers and cruise missiles carried by them. We would tell Mr. Perle right 
away: This approach cannot be side: even by way of discussion and he is just 
wasting breath. I must explain why the answe so unequivocal. 


is nt of Washington's current campaign 


To begin with, Mr. Perle's fuss is a n 
directed at cancelling the positive achiev t { Reykjavik, namely, the accord on 
and even nuclear arms as a whole, 


the elimination of strategic offensive wea 
endorsed by the U.S. President. 


Why is the Pentagon official then advocat the abolition of ballistic missiles? 
Hasn't that figure, known all over the wor for his far from peaceable views, changed 
his spots? Far from it. He merely hopes 1c in this way the United States will 


achieve military-strategic superiority 


of the USSR and the USA, the 


First, while there is parity between the 7 forces 
United States has substantial superi eavy bombers (517 versus 156) due to 
differences between the Soviet and Ame: iads. U.S. Under Secretary of Defense 
Fred ikle has admitted that if both sh their ballistic missiles, the United 


States will be left in a slightly better are t an the USSR. 


Having obliterated the backbone of its stra eotential, intercontinental ballistic 


missiles, the Soviet Union would have | irge number of new heavy bombers to 


catch up with the United States and restor 
Second, Soviet territory is facing the additiona!l threat of 560 nuclear-capable planes 
based on 14 U.S. aircraft carriers, a: undreds of U.S. planes with nuclear 
weapons deployed in the immediate proxim:’ f ¢ borders of the USSR and its allies. 
It is that threat that Mr. Perle would reserve. 

Third -- and Mr. Perle is qu f t - the Pentagon hopes that new 


vetrate the Soviet ABM defenses. 


technology will enabie planes and 











The Soviet Union will never foresake its security interests and all the hopes of Mr. 
Perle and his like in this respect are absolutely futile. As for the assistant defense 
secretary himself, he is merely displaying to the world anew his true goals and showing 


that he is ome of those who are still dreaming about U.S. military superiority and 
relying on nuclear arms. 
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MOSCOW TV DISCUSSES STEALTH, B-l BOMBERS 
LD201856 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1545 GMT 20 Now 86 


{From “The World Today” program presented by Igor Kudrin] 


(Text) Militarism, which draws off funds from the social development of mankind, has 
become the biggest scandal of our times. This was said by John Kenneth Galbraith, the 
eminent American economist, honorary professor Harvard University, the other day at a 
press conference at the UN headquarters. He was addressing a special parliamentary 
forum that was being held at the United Nations. The participants in the forum did not 
have to go far for examples. The United States today is simply unthinkable without 


militarism and the arms race. 


Here you see one of the 19 latest strategic B-l bombers, which are taking turns in 
carrying out combat duty at bases in Texas and California. They call this aircraft the 
most complex and most expensive of all that have been developed. [video shows U.S. 
television film of this aircraft in flight] According to the plans of the Pentagon 
strategists, it is designed to strike deep into Soviet territory. Do you know how much 
each such combat aircraft costs the U.S. taxpayer? -- $265 million. 


However, the first hundred bombers that were ordered had hardly even Seen equipped with 
arms than someone in the military department started to express dissatisfaction 
regarding their tactical-technical data. What had suddenly happened? The fact is that 
the Northrop Corporation, a rival of the Rockwell International company which produces 
the B-l, is working on developing the latest Stealth ultra-secret strategic bomber, and 
wants to get hold of it. The best way of getting the construction program of the 132 
stealth aircraft is to sow doubts about the type of bomber that had previously been 
developed. [video shows the B-i in flight, its instrument panel and radar, of B-1 in 


hangar, and also still photograph |) 


The U.S. Airc Force is interested in creating the ta@pression that it is the Stealth 
bomber, and not the B-l, that they urgently need. That is, by all accounts, they are 
requiring further billions of dollars from Congress for the development of the latest 


strategic nuclear weapons delivery systems. 
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UK PAPER ASSESSES THATCHER'S NUCLEAR-ARMS TALKS IN U.S. 
London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 17 Nov 86 p 16 


[Editorial] 


The Prime Minister's mission was not an easy 
one. Following Mr Gorbachev's initiative at the 
Revkjavik summit in October, disarmament talks 


Britain's independent nuclear deterrent in doubt. 

Mrs Thatcher had to make the case for the old 

system of defence at a time when the tantalising 

————— ee before 
the Americans. 

That she has laid these fears to rest. at least 
temporarily, is witness both to the force of her 
personality and a continuing s>ecial relationship 
with the President. She was the Western leader best 
placed to express western European musgivings 
about the implications of Reykjavik. Britain's Nato 
allies should not lose sight of their interests in its 
eagerness to reach an historic deal with the 
Russians. In a period which may be the run-up to the 
next Botish General Election, Mrs Thatcher's party 
will also be thankful. With the delivery of Trodent I! 
in doubt, the Conservative case against Labour's 
decision to dispense with the American nuclear 
umbrella could have been made to look rndiculous 
Nevertheless. two question marks hang over Virs 
Thatcher's Amencan visit. The first 1s whether 
Washington's commitment to Trident will survive 
President Reagan's departure in 1988. The second is 
the Prime Minister's wisdom in gome along with 
Amencan negotiations with Iran, which, as we have 
argued in these columns. could encourage further 
hostage-taking by extremists 
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PM201150 Paris LE MONDE in French i3 Nov 86 p 12 


[Jacques Isnard report: “Mr Giraud Makes Cryptuc Remarks 
on Manufacture of Neutron Bomb”) 


[Text] The decision to manufacture the cahanced radiation 
weapon (otherwise known as the neutron bomb) rests with the 
Defense Commission and the conclusions reached by that body, 
chaired by the head of state, may be kept secret. This is what 
Defense Minister Andre Giraud said in cryptic terms to deputies 
from the defense commission who were questioning him on the 
future of such a weapon within the French panoply of pre- 
strategxc deterrent weapons. 


This clearly amounts to saying: If the decision to manufacture 
the neutron bomb has already been made or if it still has to be 
made the cabinet does not have to discuss it nor does parliament, 
not even in the forthcoming debate on the military programming 
law. The decision, whatever it may be, does not have to be 
announced. 


Since France experimented with and completed che development 
of the neutron bomb under Valery Giscard d'Estaing's 
presidency, the debate on the value of this weapon has continued. 
As is known, the enhanced radiation weapon is a thermonuciear 
weapon specially designed for use on the battleficid to release 
high-energy neutrons produced by the explosion preferentially 
over the thermal radiation (heat effect) and the shock wave (blast 
effect) produced by any nucicar reaction on the ground 


French governments have explained several times in the recent 
past that the scientists know how to produce this weapon and that 
the only immuative which still needed to be taken was a decision 
on the manufacture of an operational weapon, not necessarily in 
large numbers. 


Addressing the National Assembly Defense Commission, Mr 
Giraud made statements which were, to say the ieast, enigmatic 
on three pots. First he reaffirmed that the enhanced radiation 
weapon is 4 munition and not a weapon system. Second, he 
stressed that the cost of the neutron munition does not affect the 
cost of the weapon system which is equipped with it. Finally, he 
said that the decision to manufacture i: rests with the defense 
council, « ose Gecisions may be kept secret 
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When they were in opposition, Jacques Chirac and Andre Giraud 
made no secret of the fact that they were in favor of France 
adopting the neutron bomb. Although he has made qualified 
statements on this subject, the head of state has always linked 
the future of this weapon im the French panoply with develop 
ments in East-West relations in the arms sphere. 


When he was appointed defense minister after the March clec- 
tions, Mr Giraud appointed as general delegate for armaments 
Jacques Chevallier, former director of the military applications 
section of the Atomic Energy Commussion, who 1s not only a 
resolute supporter of the neutron bomb but who also helped to 
develop it in Mururoa. Mr Chevallier compared the invcation of 
the neutron bomb to combat tanks with the invention of the 
machine gun to combat infantry troops 


Addressing the Higher Nationa! Defense Studies Institute on | 2 
September, the prime minister mentioned the need for France to 
have “diversified” prestrategic weapons (which umplies a range 
of nuclear munitions) to halt the impetus of an aggression (which 
presupposes weapons which have a specific military effect on the 
battlefield, as the neutron weapons does by nature). This refer- 
ence to nuclear weapons having “their own military efficacy,” in 
addition to the deterrent effect of the threat to use them, is 
included in black and white mm the annex to the 1987-199! draft 
military programmung law 


It is known that the genera! staffs proposed to arm the army's 
new Hades surface-to-surface prestrategic missile with the neu- 
tron weapon. If that happened. the Hades missiles would not just 
be equipped with neutron bombs, but could carry other classes of 
nuclear weapon aiready im service 


Addressing the Defense Commission deputies, Mr Giraud said 
that on addition to providing an aggressor with a final warning 
before the use of strategxc weapons, the Hades missile ought to 
be capable of inflicting “sgnificant damage” on an enemy 
through the mulitary efficacy of its warheads. The first Hades 
regiment 1s to be ready in 1992. The minister's deliberately 
cryptic remarks seem to be intended to accustom public opimon 
to the prospect of France manufacturing the neutron bomb 
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[Excerpt from statement by Chancellor Helmut Koh! at 28 
October news oc aference in Frankfurt — recorded] 


[Text] France is a nuclear power — we are not. That must always 
be considered in ali disarmament talks. It serves not only the 
interests of France, but — I stress it explicitly — also the 
interests of the FRG, that in discussions between the two world 
powers — between Reagan and Gorbachev — the British and 
French systems are not considered. Naturally, that problem is « 
French onc; | have nothing to say about it. The French position 
1s absolutely clear and | support that position. I am very pleased 
that the issue did not play a role in Reykjavik at al!. We support 
that position — | want to say it again — explicitly. 


The basic idea in these disarmament talks can be condensed into 
two lines: First, European security must not be decoupled from 
the security of the United States. Second, it must be made 
impossible to wage ware in the future 
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[Text] Bonn, 21 Nov (DPA) — The elimination of all 
intermediate-range missiles in Europe, known as the zero option, 
must and will also contain an agreement on the Soviet missiles 
with a range of between 500 and | 000 km. The two superpowers 
are already agreed on this, Horst Teltschik, adviser to the chan- 
cellor, explained in an interview on Bremen Radio today. The 
departmental head responsible for foreign policy stressed that 
there cannot be any talk of a linkage — a compulsory condition 
for the conclusion of the treaty — because Washington and 
Moscow have reached agreement on this inclusion 


Teltschik explained further that the next category of short-range 
missiles with the smallest range, between 150 and 500 km, was 
in NO way, not even as a condition, a part of the z¢_0 option on 
intermediate-range missiles. There are to be further negotiations 
on these after the conclusion of an agreement on intermediate- 
range mussiles with the aim of “reduction and equal upper 
limits.” Washington and Moscow are also in agreement on this, 
Teltschik said. 


In the view of the chancellor's adviser, there are connections, but 
no conditions, on the issue of the zero solution. The positions of 
the Federal Government and of the U.S. Government are “hap- 
pily, now fully identical.” There are about 140 missiles with a 
range between 500 and 1,000 km which are to be a part of the 
zero solution for intermediate-range missiles, on the Soviet side 
But the demands of the United States and the USSR on this point 
are far apart. Moscow, according to Teltschik, demands the 
freezing of this position. Washington demands a reduction and 
equal upper limits on both sides 


The Soviets possess about 600 missiles of the shortest range 
between 150 and S00 km. The West does not possess any such 
mussiles 
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[Text] Bonn, 18 Nov (DPA) — Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher has reaffirmed his demand for the full wuhdrawal of 
the intermediate-range missiles from Western and Eastern Eur- 
ope. At a meeting 1n Bonn today with the U S. negotiztors at the 
Geneva disarmament talks, Maynard Giitman, Ronaid Lehman, 
and Henry Cooper, he again rejected, in contrast to recent 
statements by Defense Minister Mafred Woerner in Washing- 
ton, the linking of an agreement on intermediate-range missiles 
with “irrelevant conditions.” Woerner had spoken in favor of 
simultaneous agreements for both intermediate-range and short- 
range weapons 


For the first time the American negotiators also included the 
inspector general of the Bundeswehr, Admiral Dieter Wellcr- 
shoff, in their Bonn briefing. Following a talk at the Hardthoene 
{headquarters the Defense Ministry |, Wellershoff stressed Woer- 
ner's statement that for the foreseeable future there 1s no alter- 
native to NATO's nuclear strategy 
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PRG DEFENSE MINISTER CONFIRMS PRESENCE OF CRUISE MISSILES 
LVO92030 Hamburg DPA in German 1912 GMT 9 Oct 86 
[The following item was released to DPA ir. “edited form") 


{Text} Mainz/Bonn, 9 Oct (DPA)--Federal Defense Minister Manfred Woerner 
has confirmed that some of the 96 cruise missiles are already in the Federal 
Republic. Two days before the planned peace demonstration at the cruise 
wpissile site at Hasselbach in the Hunsrueck, Woerner said in a radio inter- 
view that the cruise missiles were not yet at their base in Hasselbach. 

When asked whether the weapons were already in the Hunsrueck, Woerner did 
not reply. 


Woerner said he understood the worries of the population about the weapons 
system. However, he saw no danger of an accident, possibly with nuclear 
consequences, The cruise mi-siles and their nuclear warheads would not 

be "driven around" outside their deployment sites. The cruise missiles 
are to be deployed in the Federal Republic as a result of the NATO counter- 
arming decision. 
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(Text) Hambarg, 16 Nov in the words of Federal Defems« 
Minnwter Manfred Woeracr (CDL \, the Federal Government eri! 
accept a “zero solution” for mtermediate-range musics wn bur 
ope if a lemitation or reduction of shortcr-range mussles can be 
acheved Ia an mmtervicw with the national daily ace spaper Dir 
Weit (Monday sedition), W ocract, who has flown to W asinagton 
on a S-day west, said that the Warsaw Pact had an wtoterat 
hugh superiority of 10 to there. “ht makes no difference to us 
whether we are threatened by an SS-20, SS-22 of SS-25.— They 
can all rcach our territory ~ 


Woerner underlined that our security and our strategy did nvr 
depend on amy one weapons system. Aircraft such as the L S 
T-111 amd sea- and laad-basod missiles were also capable of 
mamtanne risks to the Soviet L mon. “ There ms no doubt that given 
the Sovict L mon's conventional superiority, a Mrategy of pre- 
venting war) = whichwafterallthe whole point  nywst continuc 
to rely on auclear weapons. [he Foderal Goverament's foremost 
motto ts that rt mewst mever again be possible to conduct war, This 
coukd be the case if the Warsaw Pact's conventional superiority 
was fully brought to bear wuhout the influence of nuclear 
deterrence mm preventing wars 


6/ 


. ad . 
MINISTER 
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[interview with Defense Minister Manfred Woerner by reporter 
Dork-Ludwig Schaaf on the “Bericht Aus Bonn” program: place 
and date not given — recorded) 


[Text][Woerner] Federal Chancellor Kohl and the Federal Gov- 
ernment have made i clear that they support the zero option. 
However, we expect — and it must be regarded as a commutment 
in future negotiations — that as a next step the shorter range 
imtermediate-range weapons have to have lower equa! limuts. 


[Schaaf] But Rogers has taken a different position and has 
wadermined the credibility of the West. Should be not be called 
to order sharply” 


[Woerner|! do not see that at all. A general with that responsibil- 
ity must have the opportunity to express his opmion. That is not 
disloyality. As long as it s clear that the politicians make the 
decisions, it is not risky. Undermuning the negotiating position ss 
not in question. If the politicians decide — and they have made 
their decision in the United States, as well as in the FRG and in 
other NATO countries — to accept that, it is irrelevant what the 


genera! says. 
[Schaaf] You do not consider it a problem of credibility’ 
[Woerner} Not at all 
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[Text] Bonn, 18 Now — The foreign policy spokesman of the FDP 
parliamentary party, Helmut Schaefer, has warned the CSU and 
some parts of the CDU agaist undermining the disarmament 
policy of the Kohl-Genscher government. He was referring to 
CDU //CSU demands to make the so-called zero solution, that 
is aumed toward mtermediate-range in Europe, dependent on a 
simultancous agreement on short-range weapons 


Schaefer sand in Bonn that anyone who adheres to such a belief 
was pursuing a frustiess “all-or-nothing™ policy. Anyone who 
today questioned the “zero solution” for imtermediate-range 
weapons was open to the charge of hindering real disarmament 
progress. The FDP was adhering to the policy of signing 
achievable agreements and at the same tome making progress 
toward further disarmament agreements 


he 
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[Excerpt] Hamburg, 23 Now (DPA) — A scrapping of 
imtermediste-range nuclear weapons in Europe s not tenadie in 
the estimation of leading CDU/CSU politicians so long as the 
Sonnet Umon w im 8 supernor position in conventional arms and 
short-range missiles. The scrappung of Sonnet short-range muss:ies 
must be included in a zero-cpuon for intermediste-range ms- 
siles, CSU Chairman Franz Josef Strauss said 01 a CSU election 
conference in Munch on Saturday 


The disarmament spokesman for the CDU/CSU Bundestag 
group, Juergen Todenhoefer (CDU), also expressed reservations. 
In the event of such a zero option, the Eastern superiority 2 
shorter -range mussiles and in comvenuonal arms would be of ever 
greater significance, be warned. The West must consider 
whether a zero solution in the intermediste-range ares oi! really 
make peace and the freedom of Western Europe more secure, 
Todenboefer saxd on Saturday in Boebdiingean at a conference of 
the Baden- Wuerttemberg CDU on security questions. 


Defense Minister Manfred Woerner (CDU) described the 
scrapping of intermediste-range missiles in Europe as “tenabie 
in security terms” if “as a result” an attempt is made to reduce 
the shorter -range medium-range weapons and to lay down equal 
maximum levels. However. W cerner sasd in an intermew orth the 
Welt Am Sonntag that so long a8 8 conventiona! belance did not 
exist “we cannot do without nuciesr weapons ~ 


SPD Chairman Willy Brandt sharply criticised the West's atti- 
tude. It is a “bed situation” if the west first of all calls for a 
zero-opuon on intermediate-range nuciear missiles and then. 
when the east acceded to this, becked off again “This could lead 
to « terrible loss of trust”, Brand: said in 0 radio interview 


JPRS-TAC-86-095 
17? December 1986 





INTERMEDIAIT ™ - 


DWO2121> Maiaz : et ; T i ct Re 
limervee enh CDL dusrcaemen! capers $ 2. ae rat 
barter by sardentufied correspondent wa Gene 
the “ZDF Magazin” program — recoréad sicnhocter| Sunce the Sowets and the Americans suber 
fund ert om (renews omy |) Gays ago, | itera my 
[Teat| (Correspondent Toe spoke orth the ‘ss , on wtnchi recenwed 2 woeks ago o su] wery sccursic 
What « your enpresmon” is there anytheng ore iy alc Go Oot LdIns we ywiG wsten to advae “se | 
a a) par’ § POOONREMENCalONS Curing {er 
(T sdenbaefe: Yes Compared oth the Venteral Tame oe would have Sad gree 
years ago. ther = somethuag ace. [be Sowen ' SOY SCSIETD Tiseits 
ther SS-20's from 270 to 13 on the Ferowe cr wes reed, Grastacally to redece ots SS-)'s At the ume 
terrvtory There has o®wously Seer same mover .% ¢ meant that the SPD was ready to lwe euth «@ YO or 
moO hOnger mss oF mn iwding French and Srtm +s c suTrOrns of the “es ' ong range nfermetiar 
that they are read) to comondc to the Amen Z angt tussles om Evrope “Yespete the shortcomings |! listed 
egual upper bs wortdendc. os well as oo I carutr. wt sow Rave a Sovect offer enwuaging « solutron of 100 
. rt ~ | bat meens that the Weat was + git to agree 
Correspondent) Dues the Soviet offer con fue ocgotsateng calmly That coused the Sone: Umon 
t will be necessary for the West to show streng 
| T adenhocier| Well. | wanted to lat the pos nes poc calm so as to allow the Sowet Union to make 
Cowrwe there are Gurte & (cw fornts where ide » Pasionms he three critecel posts | mentioned so that 
change and unprove thew pusdion. The first » ¢ actoeved considering the Sowet Umon's and Western 
the Sowret | mon wants to retam its i 7 rope § security wmterests 
Asan part of ts territory, Seceuse thr) 
missle task force that can be used agains’ © copondent | ( an there be Guarmament ai el] i a world thet 
any tome. in addition, the Sowrct Limon docs it | 
to have Dailetsc mressies to CounterDaelance (hr r 
a small scember of Perstung messsies [he ' wier| there can te armame he only questic* 
wants to allow the W cet to have creme mremk e'es » duarmament «= poomble “Meg “ 
s siso fot ready to dmcuss af ‘rene hgiy O€.ctve Dal there os tenon Seceuse there are wrapons 
mtermediale fange misses he SD- oS 5 scorrect There are too many wragons °s (he 
Soud-B's all of them are quenics or ethet West relatronstep ts strarned The mann reas 
kslometers and can reach tht Fat .* be Sowret Loon 6 etpar mest pelecy be Theo 
superiority m thal (ype Of etaroe of ' , ? rect atowt Alg ar : , e other hand 
In that respect the Sowet Umon eri aw be efuses to grat e rght of self determuas 
t makes no difference to ws whether @F are ' : uding the CDR pdc Lon efuse 
~ duarmed Sv Sowret SS. tb oF DW 8 e ohere of erce 4 
: . goa ntradwceng that sys 
\Correspondent| SPD dusarmamen' etper rn é ¢ in other words oc « ave atte , 
mended that the Sowret progumais . ° . on of the « We 





INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES 


CDU'S BUEHI 


CLA 


WA211817 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER ALLCEMEINE in German 


{9274 
CSO: 


5200/2455 


[Teat}CDU forcign affairs capert Auche responded on Monday 
to the umpression that he had differcaces of opumon with the 
defense munister in axsewing the consequences for NATO 
strategy of a possible L S.-USSR agreement. The chummat t 
all ballistec missiles within 10 years, put forth as 4 gos 

Reykjavik, would have substantial consequences for the strategy. 
balance between Fast and Wes and for “the alliance strategy 
which has been successful for some 2 decades.” said Ruche 
Europeans would have to take the lead m the discussion con 
cerning our security” instead of lumping along behind or being 
obliged “sumply to pet ep wih a” A “zero solutwn™ ‘for 
imtermediate-range muissiics, though desirable, should not bx 
allowed to reinforce the East's supernority in short-range missiles 
and conventional weapons. With a phased reduction in nucica 
weapons, Ruche stated, the conventions! balance would become: 
more important, justifying his demand for negotiatrons whict 
would result ia reducing the Warsaw Pacts superiority om cor 
ventional weapons. in the course of thes, he sad, the invasion 
capabilitics of Warsaw Pact forces, determined by ther arma 
ment, equement, and structure, would have to be clunmated 
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BRIEFS 


"DRASTIC’ MISSILE REDUCTION FAVORED--Cologne, 9 Oct (DPA)--In the run-up to the 
L.S.-USSR meeting this weekend at Reykiavik the Federal Government has stressed 
once asain its interest in a drastic reduction of medium-range missiles in 
Lurope. Wolfgang Schaeulle, minister in the Chancellor's Office, said in a 
peutschlandfunk interview today that this is the precondition for more dis- 
armament steps. According to the radio station, he emphasized the need for 
also reducing other systems and conventional weapons, as well as achieving a 
‘lobal ban on chemical weapons. [Excerpt] [Hamburg DPA in German 0715 GMT 

9 Oct S36 LD] /9274 


NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT IN EAST--United Nations, 24 Nov (XINHUA)--China proposed 
that the United States and the Soviet Union substantially reduce their nuclear 
missiles in the Asian-Pacific Region. Chinese representative to the United 
Nations Fan Guoxiang told the First Committee of the General Assembly these 
cuts would be a concrete step to safeguard security in the region. He also 
urged both to work to ease tensions in the region, with particular attention 
to the hot spots in Afghanistan and Kampuchea. “The current international 
situation still remains disturbing," Fan said, but “it has become an irresis- 
tible trend in the world today that people everywhere aspire for peace." Fan 
said if the superpowers take the lead with drastic arms cuts, nuclear and con- 
ventional, they would create conditions for a general disarmament. [Text] 
{Beijing XINHUA in English 0753 GMT 25 Nov 86 OW) /9274 
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EVACT LAN FRENCES 
ST CSCE CONFERENCE 
"s Genscher, Shevardnadze at CSCE Conference 
1D311526 mbure DPA in German 1336 GMT 31 Oce 86 


[Teat! Bonn. 3! Ox The therd CSCE follow-up conference, 
etoch opens im Vecnne on | wesday for probably § months, eal 
have to decade om « framework for aegotwtions on the conven- 
t30MSi De ian rocs. As wer also stresesd bv German éipio 
mat sowrces «= Bonn on I rday, the form of Gsarmament that 
% Most emportant for Eerope — « sonnuclear weapons — oll 
thus be mownng to the foregrownd at the begmnmmag of the Duro 
ocean security conference eth the partcepetion of 35 states In 
weew of the re@ectoon to nero of suctcar mussiles being sought by 
Ube superpowers regard ng mlermediate-range weapons deployed 
nm Ewrome, the balance of conventional arms im Europe gains a 
specie Guarty, sour 


°) sa) 


Acoordime to these sowrces the Federal Government, which 
concluded «ts preperation: on Friday orth consultations mw the 
alhance and. cepecta!|y. with the two superpowers, mtends to 
mect a partecelar reenometylcty for detente and cooperation m 
central Eurore the conference. Defferences of apemon are 
alread) ‘g. woe the _ acted States plans to place the mam 
emphasis on ibe treatment of human mghts seuss 


corches. on Ube other hand, stressed the umpor- 
saskets ” of the Helsinks Final Act — 
security, coonemy and culture, and human nghts — i a bel- 
anced manner om of reachong progress mm this ony German 
corcies are ‘hemkeng of replecong the meseng final documents of 
the CSCE meetings hernen mebts and culture m Ottawa, 
Bern. ond Bodaneut «th reports from the responsible foreagn 
memesters om Wrens hus akong therm bending comnonents of 
the CSCE orem 


German dirmoma! 
tance of treateng al! three 


Federa! | Minster Hans-Deetnch Genscher, who ell be 
chairing ‘ne rel working Steson on the opening day of the 
conference s comedermng a promesal to comvoke a European 
ecomorme comferenoce A strmwules has been grven to this not least 
by the recent Sewet thoughts weth regard to a relanation of thes 
etpeort Dea ress Ip thes commechon the drntorats om Bonn warned 
eapress!) agarnst attempts at mmirtica hlackrnas! on technology 
transfer ehh « { merely » stiffened attctude on the 
sart of the S 


The question of what form the negotiations on the comveniiona 
balance of forces — which are overdue, in Bonn'’s ew — ©! 
assume. 1s stsl] completely open A bady on the Stack holm m «ic! 
comprising all 35 participants, or only the two mulitery Mocs, 
which there would then be 16 participants facing 7 at the tabic 
could be considered The successful conclusion of the Staci ho'm 
CSCE was no reason not to exhaust this mandate oven further 
and to press for a contenuation 


During the whole of the first week of the meeting, Genscher wil! 
conduct talks with most of hw counterparts, but particularly wih 
numerous foreign munisters from the Warsaw Pact |): will be 


meeting his Sowet counterpart Eduard Shevardnadre se: cari as 
next Tuesday An appomtment with US Secretary of State 
George Shultz, who allegedly plans only to delwer a weech and 
to ~onter with Shewardnadre before a quick Might beck to Wash 
ington, « not yet firmly arranged 








_ 


JPRS-TAC-86-04 
17? December 1°8¢ 


Genscher on CSCE, MBFR 


DW311137 Stuttgart Sueddeutscher Rundfunk Network in German 0713 GMT 30 Oct 56 


[Intervew with Foreign Minster Hans-Dietrich Genscher by 
correspondent Johannsen on the “Journal I” program, date and 
place nol given — revourded]) 


[Text] |Johannasen] After all these years nothing nas Come of the 
MBFR negotiations. There us 2 deadlock. There us now talk of a 
premature end. Should it really end. or should the conference be 
continued” 

'Genscher} No results were achieved in the negotiations dealing 
with troop reductson in central Europe, but a number of impor- 
tant rules have been worked out — rules such as how ti assess the 
strength of troops on both sides, how balanced reduction steps 
can be made. These are the things that have been discussed 
basically. Some of the things we have worked out in Vienna have 
been used at the Stockholm disarmament conference, which 
ended, as we know, on a positive note. Many things that have 
been worked out in Vienna thus far can be used im next week's 
third CSCE follow-up conference, where negotiations wil! 
resume on troop reductions in Europe from the Atlantic to the 
Urals. One can build on experience in the CSCE negotiations 


|Johannsen}| Can a new forum be established and the circle of 
negotiating partners extended to include the French, who have 
not been present so far’ 

|Genscher]} It has been envisaged in any case to negotiate on the 
conventional — nonnuciear — balance of forces in Europe. It is 
necessary, because now the perspective of disarmament im the 
nuclear field has become more clearly visible, so that is has 
become important to stabilize the conventional balance of forces 
Ali CSCE states would take part in that, including France. It 
would take into consideration what you have said. It does not rule 
out further MBFR taiks for central Europe, where negotiations 
are under way. At any rate they have been useful In the 
negotiations we will be able to build on our past caperience with 
the negotiations 


Johannsen} Let us switch from the Vienna MBFR talks to the 
state of affairs between ihe United States and the Soviet Union 
after the Reykjavik meeting. Desprte all the first umpressions, 
some arms control policy rapprochement has been achieved 
There ss even talk of a zero solution for mtermediate-range 
missiles in Europe. Do you think there will be considerable 


{9274 
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rapprochement Detween the Soviets and the Americans im that 
ficid un the near future’ 

\Genscher} If both sades stick with what has been discussed in 
Reykjavik, « ought to be poscible to have such an agreement 
ready for sagnature at the Geneva negotiations. Both ssdes made 
serous cfforts at Reykjavik to achieve a zero solution for Europe. 
while sumultancously reducing the number of thei imtermediate- 
range warheads to 100 cach Naturally, we are imteresied in 
having that whoch was worked out in Reykjavik reduced to a 
treaty. Both sides are prepared to negotiate on t. However, it ts 
an open question whether the Sowet Umon has spoken the last 
word im saying: We will sign such a treaty only when other 
problems have been resolved. | think we ought to proceed on that 
assu.nption 


When the treaty 1s ready for signature, the Sovret Union wil! have 
to ask stself again whether i 1s correct oF not tc sign someihung 
it could sign. Al any rate, | am convinced that good headway was 
made in Reykjavik based on the sincere wish un both sides to 
negotiate. No one can go back on what was acheved in Reykja- 
vik. What happe ved there us a fact. There us no way back. There 
can only be forward movement in the disarmament negotiations 


[Johanasen| If zero solution were achieved, would i automati- 
cally mean greater conventional armament’ 

[Genscher | No. The goal is not to step up conventional! armament 
It is owr goal to prevent wars of all kinds, not just nuclear wars 
but also conventiona! wars that would certainly mean the 
destruction of the peopie of Europe, most certainly of central 
europe. Therefore, we must achieve stability m that field It 
means that superiority must be dismantied, and that reductions 
must take place on both sides. Both sides — NATO 1s already 
doing {| — must restrict themselves to what they nced for their 
own defense, a far-reaching issue for negotiations. It 1s encour- 
acing that the proposal by the Western alliance at the Haiifas 
foreagn ministers conference this spring to negotiate on the issuc 
now evoked a quick positive reaction from the Warsaw Pact 


Well, here too both sides are interested in making beadway 
Disarmament policy and the dialogue between East and west 
really have gotten going We Germans have good reason to 
support such a development and not get in its way 
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DWO21421 Cologne Westdeutscher Rundfunk Network in German 1026 GMT 2 Oct 56 


{Statement by Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher during 
Bundestag debate in Bonn — live} 


[Text] Mr President, ladies and gentlemen: The Federal Gov- 
ernment is satisfied with the successful conclusion of the 
Stockholm conference and the improvement in East-West rela- 
tors. It has made significant contributions to those developments 
and will continue to do so. That also includes the consistent 
umplementation of the Western alliance’s Harmel report in ail its 
elements. The Federal Government has not hesitated to do what 
was necessary for common security. It was certainly not with a 
ght heart that st unplemented NATO's two-track decision and 
decided to extend the period of compulsory military service 


At the same time, by taking part in shaping the West's disarma- 
ment policy. the government has acted according to the priciple 
that deterrence and defense, as well as arms control and disar- 
mament, are integral component parts of our security policy 
[applause] 


The Federal Government is also striving for dialogue and cooper- 
ation with the Warsaw Pact countries. It is working to reduce the 
causes of tension. It 1s working for real detente. lis policy of 
reliable membe-ship in the Western alliance and the EC, as well 
as its persistent efforts for a good-neighbor policy with the East, 
have been confirmed 


On 22 September | 986, an important step was taken on the road 
to greater stability in Europe through disarmament verification 
and disarmament. Following 2 and “ years of negotiations in 
Stockholm, the 3§ participants in the conference on confidence- 
buriding and disarraament adopted a final document. In accor 
dance with the mandate agreed upon at the CSCE follow-up 
meeting in Madrid, a set of new, effective, and concrete measures 
were drawn up to make progress in confidence, security, and 
disarmament. The successful conclusion of the conterence is the 
result of common sense, responsibility, and a sound sense of 
proportion 


Stockholm proves that the trme ts ripe for cooperative solutions 
in the arms control field. All participants have mghtly paid 
tribute to the results of the conference as an important step 
toward arms control and East-West relations. The Stockholm 
document is a sign of hope 


When the CSCE foreign ministers opened the Conference cn 
Disarmament in Europe in January 1985, people doubted it 
would be a success. The Federal Government did not allow itself 
to be discouraged. With the concept of confidence-building 
measures, we pursued the goal of creating more openness in the 
mulitary area so as to prevent erroneous assessments of military 
activities. Actions were to become more predictable, and the risk 
of surprise attacks and concerns about attempts at intimidation 
were to be reduced. Ai the same time, the bases for making 
headway in arms control were to be improved 


In 1975 an initial decisive step was taken im the scope of the 
CSCE Final Act to create more confidence in Europe in the 
interest of a broad and comprehensive security policy, the muli- 
tary aspects of security were also included in the CSCE process 
by way of agreement on confidence-building measures. The 
Stockholm final document constitutes an essential development 
and substantial improvement on the measures agreed upon in 
Helsinki. Thus the dynamism of the CSCE process has been 
confirmed again 


The following decisive progress has been made = inviting observ- 
ers to military maneuvers is now mandatory. It is no longer icft 
to the states’ discretion. All participating countries have to invite 
observers to military activities involving more than | 7,000 troops 
Detailed provisions define the obstrvers’ rights to allow them to 
inform themselves unhindered about the purpose of the activities 
announced. It is also important that military activities beginning 
at a threshold of 13,000 troops or 300 tanks must be announced 
to all participants 42 days in advance. Finally, every participant 
must report on all notifiable activities scheduled to take place 
during the following year by 1S November each year. Military 
maneuvers in which more than 75,000 troops participate are only 
permissible if they are announced 2 years in advance. What is of 
particular snportance for us is the fact that all measures have to 
be applied in all of Europe, from the Atlantic to the Ure!ls. That 
means the measures go beyond the 250 km strip of Soviet 
territory included by Helsinki, covering the whole European 
territory of the Sovet Union 


The most important aspect us the agreement on on-.ite inspec 
tions on the ground and from the air, without the right of refusal 
of the country being inspected. Thus public on-site inspections as 
a central clement of effective verification arrangements in arms 
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The U.S. proposal that both side: reduce the: intermediate- 
range systems to 200 warheads cach, 100 of them in Europe, and 
that the number of missiles with a range of between ‘OO and 
1,000 km be reduced, is aimed at such an intenm solution In 
that way, the threat poce by the Soviet SS-20 mussiles would be 
drastically reduced. A result involving far-reaching reductions 
would constitute an unprecedented step in nucicar disarmament 
I: would impressively demonstrate to the worid that it is possible 
to turn the weapons spiral back. Ladies and genticmen, we are 
realistic enough to know that considerabie cfforts are necessery 
by both sides to achieve that goa! 


According to the NATO two-track decision, the Federa! Govern- 
ment wants to have ail intermediate-range mussiles covered by 
the U_S.-Sownet arms control negotiations. The goa! must also be 
to reduce the systems with ranges of between | 50 and S00 km to 
a lower level, with equal limits. The Federal Government consid- 
ers it indispensable immediatcly to continue the IN! 

[intermediate-range nuclear forces} negotiations on those systems 
failowing the conclusion of an interim agreement. [applausc]} 
Therefore, a concrete obligation to continue negotiations must be 
included in the INF interim agreement. [anplause} 


This gradual advance follows the NATO two-track decision, 
which envisages concentration of arms control efforts first on the 
especially threatening category of land-based jonger-range 
intermediate-range missiles 


As 10 strategic weapons negotiations, the proposa's of both sedes 
show important points of contact. The ratio between offense 
and defensive weapons must be linked together as agreed on 4 
January 1985 in Geneva. A first step would be agreement on a 
tumetable in which clear and predictable limuts would be valid for 
defense. Therefore, the ABM Treaty must remain as long as 
there 1s not other cooperative solution. Here, tao, rapprochement 
of American and Soviet pasitions can be observed 


We also consider it necessary that the stipulations of SALT I] 
are respected so as to preserve the frar . work for further reduc 
tions. The Federal Government supports the goal of a compre- 
hensive nuclear test ban. President Reagan's statement that the 
United States is prepared — provided there is progress on the 
verification issue — to implement such a test stop gradually 
pomts im that direction 


Mr President, ladies and gentiemen, the recults of Stockholm 
open the way to new, more comprehensive negotiations on con 
ventional stability in all Europe — from the Atlantic tothe Urals 
Conventicnal armament in Furope us too great cod unbalanced 
to our disadvantage. In the security field we expect the Vienna 
CSCE follow-up conference to decade on a mandate to continue 
and extend negotiations on confidence-buiiding measures and 
deterrence it: Europe. The aim of future arm: control negotraons 
in Ewrope must be in line with the Halifax statement to establieh 
a situation where the armed forces of both sedes wi'l be Laslored 
to the demands of defense only That 1s now ciready valid for the 
West 








It os and it remains the goal of Western security policy to prevent 
war, whether oucicar or conventional. 


As a whole, the Vienna talks are aumed at « balanced develop 
ment in al! CSCE fields. New movement 1s involved in the process 
that is unique in the world. We want to take General Secretary 
Gorbachev at bis word whea be speaks of preparednacas for a new 
beginning and new openness. We want to find out what is meant 
concretely when the Warsaw Pact assumes our demand of many 
years to overcome the partition of Europe. 


In this spirit we went to continue the preparatory work that has 
been done in the CSCE meetings in Hamburg, Ottawa, Buda- 
pest, and Bern, to continue it in Vienna and complete it if 
possible 


One standard is untouchable for us; every agreement must be in 
the interest of the people of Europe. We cannot accept that people 
are persecuted and discriminated against because they quote 
stipulations of the CSCE Final Act. [applause] 


Especially in regard to human nights problems, the credibility of 
tLe CSCE process must stand its test. 


About a year ago the foreign ministers of all participating states 
agreed in Helsinki to continue the CSCE process. Those words 
must be followed by deeds at the third follow-up conference in 
Vienna. Signs are good for a positive start to the CSCE follow-up 
conference 


In East-West relations there has been some progress in several 
fields. Both superpowers are determined to live up to their special 
responsibility. We welcome the Reykjavik meeting, and we con- 
sider the envisaged US -Soviet summit as necessary. We know 
that we cannot substitute for U.S.-Soviet relations. However, we 
will make our contribution if both superowers try to set the right 
course for the future. As a friend and ally of the United States, 
we will introduce our concepts in to the U.S. negotiating position. 
We ask for understanding of Western ideas by the Soviet Umon 
and its allies. The smaller and medium-size states must be 
responsible about peace and cooperation. Aware of history, we 
will continue to develop German-Soviet cooperation. It is essen- 
tial for an improvement of the situation in Europe. 


A new Soviet leadership is visibly pursuing modermization in its 
own country. Speaking of all Europe, and that recognizes realis- 
tically what the community of European and North American 
democracies means to peace, stability, and progress in Europe, it 
will find the FRG prepared for a constructive dialogue and 
constructive cooperation. We want to live peacefully tugether 
with all of Europe. based on cooperation and confidence. In this 
connection, both German states must play a decisive role based 
on the 1972 Basic Treaty. 


We must deprive European borders of their terror and divisive- 
ness. First, there must be no more shooting at any of the borders. 


[applause) 


Countries with different sacial systems should be able to pursue 
their common and complementary interests and their responsibil- 
ity for the common future in peaceful competition. We want 
people to live without fear of each other and we want people to 
meet. East and West musi gradually reduce tensions and, with 
growing cooperation, achieve new forms of relations. We want to 
have a European peace order or the basis of equal rights for all 
and an equal right to security for ail. 


The Federal Government is determined to contribute what it can 
so that the newly forming East-West relations wil] be thoroughly 
successful. We, the FRG, can do that more effectively the 
stronger our position is in the community of Western democ- 
racies, the Western alliance, and the European community 


The Federal Government, which has now been in office for 4 
years, feels very justified in pursuing its clear and predictable 
course. It will continue unswervingly on that course, encouraged 
dy the people of our country. We know that Europe does not end 
at the Elbe and the Werra Rivers. Therefore, we do not forget in 
any one of our decisions that Germans and Europeans live cast 


of us. [applause] 


As a people in the center of Europe we consider it our mission to 
contribute to reducing East-West antagonism. It is a historical 
responsibility and task of the Germans. We would be poor 
Germans and poor Europeans if we acted differently. Thank you 


[applause| 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


SOVIETS MONITOR, CRITICIZE 14 NOVEMBER NEVADA NUCLEAR TEST 
Soviet Seismolozgists Arrive 


LD122100 Moscow TASS in English 2002 GMT 12 Nov 86 


[Text] New York November 12 TASS -- Under an agreement between the National Resources 
Defence Council of the USA and th USSR Academy of Sciences, a group of Soviet 
Scientists arrived in the United States. 

In the framework of this agreement, American seismologists had earlier started in the 
Soviet Union an experiment for verification of the non-holding of nuclear tests. Last 
July they installed special equipment in the area of the Soviet nuclear range in 
Kazakhstan to register tremour of the surface. Senior staff Scientist of the National 
Resources Defence Council Thomas Cochran said that seismic instruments installed im the 


USSR confirm that the Soviet Union honours its unilateral moratorium on all nuclear 
testing. 


After procrastinations the U.S. Department of State issued entrance visas to Soviet 
scientists, but they have not been allowed to visit areas in Nevada and California 
where it has been suggested to install seismic equipment. So while American 


> 


scientists, as the NEW YORK TIMES writes, have been staying near the Soviet nuclear 
range since last July, scientists from the USSR can only meet their colleagues, study 


geological maps of the suggested areas and check U.S. seismic equipment. 


Speaking at a press conference in La Jolla, California, Thomas Cochran emphasized the 


importance of the Soviet-U.S. project. He said its aim is to show real possibility for 
verifying a moratorium on nuclear testing by the sides. This should encourage a 
world-wide ban on such testing so as to prevent the development of new kind f nuclear 
weapons. Cochran said that the council suggested the participation in the experiment 
to the Reagan administration. But Washington refused, declaring that it gainst a 
moratorium on nuclear testing. 

Corresponding member of the Armenian Academy of Sciences, Chiet of eismology 
Department of the Institute of the Physics of the Farth of the SR Academy of Sciences 
Igor Nersesov, who took -irt in the press conterence, emphasized that the main task ot 
the joint experiment is to show that termination of nuclear testing ible. Me 
refuted the assertions of representatives of the U.S. Admi trat that the 


experiment is of propaganda nature. 
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talking about if the USA has carried out more nuclear weapon tests than all the nuclear 
ther, imcluding the USSR? No, it is mot to “catch up” with the Soviet 
hingtom is trying but to achieve military superiority and to secure U.S. 
somimance through strength in the world. 


his position is absolutely unmsupportable because it is at odds with the realities of 
our age and with the vital interests of the whole of mankind. 


PRAVDA’s Kolesnichenko Comments 
LD150328 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1800 CMT 14 Nov 86 


‘ 


From the “Vremya™ wewscast; commentary by Kolesnichenko, member of PRAVDA editorial 


v 
C 
- 
" 
~ 


|} Hello, comrades. Among the most urgent probiems of international politics, is 
»ne that I would call primordial and paramount: it is stopping all nuclear tests. For 
t is with nuclear tests, the nuclear blasts, that begins that chain which in the end 
leade to an increase ‘n the arms race. Breaking this chain at its very beginning means 
alting the arms race, and it may even be possible to turn it back. 


This is precisely the significance of the Soviet moratorium on all nuclear tests. 
Almost 3 months have gone by since we extended it for the fourth time up to January 
1987. This bold, and let us say it openly, difficult step by the Soviet Union has 
evoked wide approval throughout the world, including from many statesmen. Well, let us 
recall the Delhi Six and their appeal for support for the Soviet moratorium. What is 
particularly important is that our unilateral moratorium is not fust another appeal for 
peace but a specific action: new thinking embodied in a practical step. This is also 
how it has been perceived throughout the world. 


But a moratorium cannot be endlessly unilateral; one cannot go for unilateral 
disarmament to the detriment of one's security, and so the Soviet leadership has more 
than once expressed the hope that the U.S. side would make a correct assesement of the 
silence on Soviet nuclear test ranges and follow the Soviet Union's example and adopt 
the stance of reason. These hopes, throughout the world, weve bound in particular with 
the Reykjavik meeting where, among the main proposals put forward by the Soviet side, 
there was also ‘the proposal on banning nuc ear tests, and where, as is known, thanks to 
the Soviet Union's insistence and its constructive approach in the course of the 
meeting on Iceland's soil, an accord on starting full-scale negotiations on stopping 
nuclear tests was almost reached. However, as soon as 16 October -- that is, literally 
3 days after the end of the close of the meeting at Reykjavik -- the nuclear test range 
in the state of Nevada began to speak again. And now another powerful test has deen 
carried out, the 234 since the introduction of the Soviet moratorius 


The Washington revision of Reykjavik and the attempts to reconsider the basic aspects 
of the mutual understandings reached there manifest themselves, first of all, in my 
opinion, in the continuation of nuclear tests. I think that this is not by chance: 
Washington is geared toward continuing the arms race, not iliminating it. Wwe, of 
course, do not want this; we do not want the arms race like all peoples do not want 


, 


it. But I, for example, understand those Soviet people who send letters to newspapers 


and to television stations expressing their anxiety over the fact that the Soviet Union 
s continuing its unilateral moratorium while the United States carries out more and 


nore nuclear tests. We will never forgo the security of our state and our people. So 
cme cannot delay; for the time being there is still time lett. While the Soviet 
noratorium is in force the United States can join it, be it today or tomorrow. This, 
after all, is required by common sense: Une must not miss a4 histor: nance. 

(9274 
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R"S KORBIN LINKS U.S. TESTING, IST STRIK! 


w KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 1¢ et 
‘ ct by Le Korbin, candidate of historical » 
‘ tf ike” | 
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e", for which nuclear tests are required -- in ¢t . 
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NUCLLAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


UsSR: PAPANDREOU IN ROMANIA DISCUSSES BALKAN FREE ZONE 


= 


Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 27 Sep 86 p 5 
[Article by Nikoiay Bragin, under the rubric "Commentator's Column": "For a 


? 


[Text . Balkan peninsula, which for many years was regarded almost as 
the | er ke, of Europe", has today been transformed into a region of 

pea 1nd mutually beneficial cooperation between the peoples inhabiting 
it. | ew trends in the Balkans embrace a wide range of problems and 


guestions, However, there is one problem among them, which exceeds all the 
others in its importance. This is the problem of saving the Balkans from 
every type of nuclear weapon, It has become especially urgent in connection 
with the sharply increasing tension in the Mediterranean region situation, 
which has been caused by the aggressive intrigues of the United States, 


On the initiative of the socialist states, a proposal about converting the 
Balkan peninsula into a zone, which is free of nuclear and chemical weapons, 
has been proposed for discussion by the governments and peoples of the 

Balkan countries. ‘he realization of the proposals o1 the USSR and the 

other socialist countries which are aimed at transforming the entire Mediter- 
ranean region into an area of stable peace and cooperation -- such as the 
withdrawal of military vessels with nuclear weapons from the Mediterranean 
basin and the nvening of a general conference on the Mediterranean area-- 
would contribute to the successful solution of this problem, 


lhe problem of establishing a nuclearefree Balkans has been the subject of 

a business-like examination during a number of official meetings and nepgo- 
tiations between statesmen, In particular, A. Papandreou, the Ppriiie 

minister of Greece, participated in them recently in Romania and Bulgaria. 
During the course of his talks with N, Ceausescu, the president of the 
Socialist Sepublic of Romania, in Bucharest and with T. Zhivkov, chairman of 
the State Council cf the People's Republic of Bulgaria, in Sophia, a mutual 
desii- to establish zones free of nuclear and chemical weapons in the Balkans 
was expressed. The documents of the Budapest meeting of the Political Con- 
sultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty member states thts year confirmed 
the urgency of the problem of establishing such zones, The Presidium of the 
Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia declared the readiness of Yugoslavia 
to assist in solving this problem, 
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LD171532 Hamburg DPA in German 1407 GMT 17 Oct 86 


[Text] Bonn, | 7 Oct(DPA)— The joint SPD-SED working group 
has reached agreement on a proposa! for the establishment of 
nuclear-weapon-free corridor along the border between the Dlocs 
in central Europe. DPA lesrned this from intormed sources 
today. Following the draft for a treaty on a chemical-weapon-free 
zone, this is the second concrete disarmament proposa! 
elaborated jointly by the Sociai Democrats and the 5i_D 


The delegations were headed by Presidiun. .nember Egon Bahr 
for the SPD, and by Politburo member Hermann Axen for the 
SED. They met for the first tume on 6 December 1985 This was 
preceded by the formulation of the ‘ramework agreement” on a 
chemical-weapon-free zone, which also gives extensive authority 
for verification 


LD211042 Hamburg DPA in German 1012 GMT 21 Oct 36 


Text] Bonn, 21 Oct (DPA) — The SPD and SED today proposed 
setting up 2a nuciear weapons-free corridor along the FRG's 
border with the GDR and the CSSR A joint working group of 
the two parties has agreed on the basic principles, which were 
introcuced by SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr and the SED 


politburo member Herman Axen to journalists in Bonn 


It 1s the second disarmament initiative after the proposal for a 
tramework agreement on a zone free of chemical weapons in 
Eurone to be devised by the Bonn opposition party in conjunction 
with the East Berlin government party The SPD and SED 
ropose the withdrawal of al! nuclear weapons systems from a 
ither side of the bloc border. Short-range 
veapons shou.d in particular be included here. The proposa! 


nowever 4.80 Stipulates the removal of artillery systems which 
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can be equipped with both conventional and nuclear warheads 


ne two parties a inpeort lar-reaching contro: measures. it 
should be possible t just to take verification measures cn 
suspicion but also to carry out spotchecks 
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Basic Principles Outlined 


LD211520 Hamburg DPA in German 1208 GMT 21 Oct 86 


{Text} Bonn, 21 Oct (DPA) — The Opposition SPD and the GDR 
governing party, the SED, put forward on Tuesday basic princi- 
ples for the establishment of a corndor free of nuclear weapons 
along the FRG frontier with the GDR and the CSSR. The text 
was elaborated by a joint working group of the two parties which 
has met six trmes in East Berlin and Bonn since the end of last 
year under the leadership of SPD presidium member Egon Bahr 
and SED Politburo Member Hermann Axen 


The initiative is based on a proposal by the late Swedish Prime 
Minister, Olof Palme. The SPD and SED urge the withdrawal 
of all nuclear weapons from a | SOkm wide area on either side of 
the bloc frontier. This 300km wide strip would run approximately 
along Cuxhaven, Bielefeld. Mannneim and Munich in the West, 
and Straisund, Berlin, Wittenberg and Dresden in the East. The 
perimeter in Czechoslovakia would stil! have to be worked out 


All launcher systems for the use of nuclear ammunition and the 
munitions themselves would be removed. Moreover the proposal 
stipulates the withdrawal of al] weapons systems equipped both 
with conventional and nuclear warheads, namely artillery air- 
craft and rockets. Bahr and Axen explained to journalists in Bonn 
that this would also be a first step in the conventional sphere. 


The “basic principles” proposed by the SPD and SED are based 
on regular internat:ona! verification. This should be approved in 
cases of suspected treaty violation and moreover, spot checks 
should also be made possible. The two parties also propose 
permanent control points and the exchange of lists of the weapon 
systems to be removed 


Axen indicated that in formulating the “basic principles”, the 
SED had consulted with the Soviet Union and the CSSR. In 
response to questions, he referred to “regular consultations with 
our allies”. He also stressed that the Warsaw pact states have 
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long supported the idea of nuclear weapons-free zones 


The SED politician recalled that Erich Honecker wrote to Fed- 
eral Chancellor Kohl immediately after the Palme proposal of 
1983, asking him to support this proposal. The reaction so far has 
“unfortunately been negative” There is no doubt but that the 
GDR Government would also adopt the current SPD SED 
initiative. 


Bahr stressed that the SPD /SED initiative fills a gap becauseso 
far there have been no negotiations about nuclear battlefield 
weapons and short-range missiles. These, however, are the 
nuclear weapons “which would be the first to hit us”. He ~.,,0ed 
out that before the US -Soviet summut meeting in Keykjavik, 
sections of the CDUL /CSU had cailed for the inclusion of short- 
range systems in the negotiations, but the Federal Government 
had not wanted to burden the talks with this The SPD and SED 
have now provided a response 


The SPD disarmament expert underlined that the Warsaw Pact 
would be deprived of part of its offensive capability if all artillery 
with calibres for conventional and nuclear use were removed 
from the corridor described. The p- asa! as a whole would have 
important consequences for the structure of the armed forces ol 
both sides. Here the concept of “structural nonaggression cap- 
ability” used by the SPD wouid assume concrete form 


In the view of CDU deputy Juergen Todenhoefer the proposal by 
the SPD and SED is irresponsible in terms of security policy Due 
to the ranges and mobility of Soviet nuclear weapons such a 
corridor would only guarantee a deceptive and therefore danger- 
ous security. 


These plans would moreover strengthen the Warsaw Pact's con- 
ventional superiority and thus render a conventional aar icasible 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


FRG'S TODENHOEFER LABELS NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE ‘EYEWASH' 


LDi51402 Hamburg DPA in German 1032 GMT 15 Nov 86 
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{Text} Bonn, 1S Nov (DPA) —- The Soviet proposals for the 
establishment of a nuclear weapons-free zone in the Nordic states 
are, in the view of CDU disarmament expert Juergen Toden- 
hoefer, a “further non-scrious propaganda maneuver by the 
Soviet Union and, unfortunately, cace again a great piece of 
eyewash.’ Todenhoefer, in a statement on the recent Soviet 
initiative, said in Bonn today that the Soviet Union is keeping 
guict about its most powerful nuclear weapons in the Leningrad 
and Baltic military districts, which it wants to keep even in the 
case of the establishment of an allegedly nuclear weapons-free 
North. This huge potential for mass destruction would remain 
standing immediately outside the front door of a nuclear 
weapons-free zone in northern Exrope 
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RELATED ISSUES 


USSR: MARCH-JUNE 1986 TESTING, SDI, CW, SALT, CSCE 


Moscow MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I MEZHDUNARODNYYE OTNOSHLNIYA in Russian No 7, Jul 
86 (signed to press 13 Jun 86) pp 83-103 


{V. Mashin international survey: "Current Problems of World Politics (8 March- 
13 June 1986)"} 


[Excerpts] 1. In Single Formation Toward the Common Goal 

Growing interaction also distinguishes the fraternal states" relations in the 
foreign policy sphere. In the course of regular meetings their leader: 
coordinate joint strategy in the international] arena. There was a meeting 
10-11 June in Budapest of the Warsaw Pact Political Consultative Committee. 
Its participants exchanged opinions on the situation in Europe and the world 
as a whole and discussed urgent tasks of the struegte for disarmament, a 
reorganization of international relat.ons, the strengthening of European and 
general security and the development of cooperation between countries. 


Having analyzed the current situation, the top leaders of the Warsaw Pact 
states conciuded: "The world has entered a phase of its development when 
evading the solution of fundamental questions of the present day means 

yling with the fate of all civilization.” Under these conditions, the 
documents adopted at the Political Consultative Conference emphasize, decisive 
actions and specific measures aimed at halting the arms race, switching to 
actual disarmament and removing the military threat are needed more than ever. 


Having expressed readiness for the broadest interaction with other countrie: 
in the achievement of these goals, the Warsaw Pact states called for a pooling 
of efforts in the following fields: 

a halt to nuclear tests, which would be a major and at the saime time easily 
accomplished step toward nuclear disarmament (in this connection the conferees 
called on the United States to associate itself with the USSR's newly extended 
unilatera] moratorium and proposed that the other states which possess nuclear 
weapons cease nuclear tests and contribute to the speediest achievement of an 


agreement on an all-embracinge ban thereon); 


complete liquidation on a reciprocal basis of Soviet and American intermediate- 
range missiles in the European zone with the understanding that Rritiin and 
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France w ul d not increase t he COrre pol di 


transfer its missiles--strategic and intermediate-range--to other countrics; 

the achievement of specific accords on the Soviet -Amerfcan negotiations on 

nuclear and space-based arms which would tak ccount of the interests of 

both sides and all other states; 

the liquidation this century even of such ipons of mass destruction as 

chemical weapons and also the industrial } for thefr manufacture; 

in appreciable reduction in armed force vd ntional it the global 

ind regional levels; 

exercise of effective supervision in all her ind at all st ; of arms 

reduction and disarmament with the use of th nat 1 techn 7 eans and 

international procedures, as far as on-sit nspection,. 

The pal { ic ip ints in the Politi 1] Consult ive Confe ‘ i ted » <ippe il to 

the NATO states and all Furopean count rile containing a program of reduction 

in armed forces and conventional arms in Furope. It contais pecif fe 

proposals concerning a significant reduction in all ts of pround 

forces, tactical aviation and tactical iro th a e leffective 

radius) of up to 1,000 kin of the 1ro] no stat md oat } ited wes 

ind Canada deployed on the territory ot 11? of mrope (ff, .y kt ¥antte to 

the it i] 3). 

The pre wai i i put {. rwaird by mel ) 7 t " pre icf i? i] ti }? 

for a or t ime ufuat reduction over of 1-2? is in tt en 

troops of the bers of the opposed ilitary-political Iii , of 

1OO » | MW0-150 P 10 pe Y side . Civen t } read s of the NATO t.ite » C hf coul d 

be followed by further signiffeant reductions, as a result of which the armies 

md tactical strike aviet ion of both all rm in Europe w uld have been 

reduced by ippro» imately ?5 perce nt ren with the pre nt level it the 

start of t he 1990 ° S. Such aires dun t ] d ‘ t it ute aT OO 000 1 pet 

side. The allied cialist states ad if the process of th reduction of 

the armed forces and arms of both sid: rit ning Thi would ke p ible 

the incorporation of ther Furopean ty therein. 

The W i! iw P 1 t states . pt | ; 7 Ss iv i me ft aT i ‘ iD t he | I i] mforon of i 

certain procedure of the reduction of d ’ d nt ie 1 

which would contribute to a lessening of the d ‘roof surprise attack and the 

consolidation of military-strate pic tability the continent. It is jp! oposed 
if int reduction in the concentration 


for this purpose reaching agreement on a 
of force > plong the 1 five oT ntact Ot t 


on the imple ant it ion of » nhimber of net 


Ti lin t i ONS j nM ir i d f mrcees ind convent ior 


reliable nd effective upel vision, On 
necessary, be exercised with the enlist: 
established international consultative « 


representatives of NATO and Warsaw Pact 
nd nonaligned and other Furopean states. 
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Relations between the two military-political alliances are largely capable of 
predetermining the course of world events. And not only in Europe, where thev 
confront one another directly. This applies equally to the Asia-Pacific 
region also. Important processes are occurring here which ecrnnor fail to 
affect the interests of the Soviet Union, as a major Asian and Pacific power, 
and its friends and allies and the interests of international peace and 
security. Calls have been heard increasingly often from the American side in 
recent months for the creation of some "Pacific community,” which could in 

the future be transformed into an exclusive regional grouping and one further 
militarist bloc. 


Under these conditions the Soviet Union deemed it necesiiry io set torth its 
position--an explanation of certain previous and also new prozosals. The 
corresponding Soviet Government statement was issued on 24 April. ‘Approaching 
the potential participants in a ‘Pacific community’ with the highest degree of 
selectivity,” it says, “its initiators are manifestly not displaying concern 
for the planned organization to truly be a representative forum for the 
discussion and solution of the region's long-urgent economic problems and 

also a change in the current unequal structure of interstate trade-economic 
relations therein.” 


The Soviet Union proposed by means of bilateral and miltilitera! 

consultations a solution of contentious issues, better mutual understanding and 
a strengthening of trust between countries of the region. This would contributs 
to the creation of the prerequisites for an all-Asia forum for the purpose 

of a joint quest for constructive solutions, as, equally, 4 seperate conterence 
of Pacific countries on questions of security, economic included. A 
stabilizing role could be performed here by the reduced activeness of the navies 


in the Pacific. The statement supports the idea of the creation of nuclear- 
free zones in the region. The USSR also proposed the start of a wide-ranging 
exchange of opinions among all interested countries of this part of the world 
on questions of the establishment of equal, mutually profitable and stable 
trade-economic, technological, scientific and cultural cooperation. 


The Soviet Union's comprehensive, gradual approach to a solution ot the region's 
problems is in keeping with the initiatives of other states located here, 
particularly the idea put forward by the MPR of the conclusion of a convention 
on mutual nonaggression and nonuse of force in relations between Asian ind 


Pacific countries. The Soviet concept of security in the region also contains 
the well-known proposals of Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia aimed at convert ing 
Southeast Asia into a zone of peace, stability and cooperation. Importance is 


attached to the DPRK's initiative for an improvement of the situation on the 
Korean peninsula and its conversion into a zone free of nuclear weapons. 


The results of the eighth round of Soviet-Chinese political consultations held 
from 7 through 14 April in Moscow testify to the aspiration of both states 

to a further improvement and development of relations in the political, 
economic, S&T, cultural and other spheres. On 14 April Qian QOichen, special 
Chinese Government representative at the consultations and PRC deputy foreign 
minister, was received by F.A. Shevardnadze, member of the CPSU Central 
Committee Politburo and USSR foreign minister. As mentioned during the meeting, 


despite the differences in approach of the USSR and the PRC to certain 
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international problems and countries, the interests ot wo states 
objectively coincide when it is a question of the or peace and 
socialism, against the threat of nuclear war and Cl cce and, in 
particular, against its transference to outer spice. des expressed 
the certainty that a considerable contribution to in ent of political 
relations betweer i two countries could be made by . ther development 
of contacts and relations, as far as a high-level meet 
’, East-West: Justifying the Peoples" Hopes 
1 Soviet peace initiatives and the soci 3 t t proposals are ot 
tirect, honest and open nature. And those put ward have a right 
to e.pect the same unambiguous response. However, ia ths the 
aternational community has, unfortunately, repeas J {a truly 
unambiguous, but, alas, manifestly negutive r e West. At best, 
sestern capitals, primarily Washington, preter J 1] blindness. 
ut more often than not the response has >een mtrary to the 
terests of peace and undermining the ver: ou ternational security. 
As is known, in the summer of 1985 the viet Un » of 
extraordinary importance--announced that ; of 4A ft the Uir 
tragedy, it was suspending all nuclear explo t vt ind 
pe ul purposes and called on the U.S. rern example. 
n response the United States carried out ar tt on 18 August. 
[It wa followed by others. The results ot the ‘neva meeting 
prompted the USSR to take one further step oi th extension of 
the unilateral Soviet moratorium was announced Bh There 
emained about a month to its expiry when the tries- 
Argentina, India, Mexico, Tanzania, Sweden and i to M.S. 
orbachev and P. Reagan not to approve any nucle to the next 
Soviet-Americain summit. The response of the S f the leaders 
the "six" was given oa 14 March. Our count ' 1 new initiative: 
"The Soviet Union will not carry out nuclear March-- 
until the first nuclear explosion in the "United March 
vashineton carried out yet another nuclear test, * a demonstrative 
hallenge not only at the USSR but the entire w ilso 
The world observed with growing agitation t! tween bold 
niciat » and senseless obduracy, the offer f etter 
morrow and an attempt to escape into the past t thinking and 
the decrepit mentality of the "from a positior ’ After the 
nuclear explosion carried out by the United St.t uncement of 
i program of subsequent nuclear tests, rd! wrson could 
eproach the Soviet Union with absen )f t ) cht 
international affairs. 
Jith its next “move” the Soviet Union proved ptoent m? that it 
engaged in the international irena not ’ t manda successes 
but aspires to the achievement of actual t to the 
interests of peace. Even when this i ttend Kk ft t 
ecurity, furthermore M.S. Gorbachev spoke { . et television. 
\! is our unilateral moratorium re tral rer it tere 
it ecretary dec ired, "IT mas hay th . I! 








h 31 March 1986 Pat yen after thi late unced., we will not 


° ’ ’ 
if } le i! 1 if the { if ij ta beha t likewise s Wi oe 
ro tt SS. 3 Inist t na e to ad pt t he ! ns bl deci n 
halt nuclear } is. Otherwise the Soviet Union will resume testing.” 


i t <a 
future to discuss the question of p sion o lear tests. 
ponanse € the U.S. Administrat i > time Wwivo 7 1 this oc ston also. 
“arch even the White Hou put d the Soviet init iat ive, mid nuclear 
ns thundered forth in Nevada on 10 and 22 April. Attempting to 

ify its dangerous and irresponsible policy, Washington is resorting to all 

f completely fraudulent arguments, the most popular of which are the 
j ms cor cern: iv the Unit d Stat s! "y ig” in conduct LTrim wien lear tests in 


t years and atso the pr it ion ' rning the “imp thility”™ of 
‘reliable and effective uperviston” of a suspension of such tests. 


, 


r, the facts testify to the reverse: iccording to data of the Stockholm 


e Research Institute, by the time of the Soviet Union's nouncement of 
rium the ted States had « l out ay imately one-third re 
’ p] ion thin the I R. d 1.5 ¢? t ther with the Ws t's 
? } ir powers. i mS th Lirit d t ! j t IR one le il 
is, the Soviet ion, the other hand, only 9 
h n’ Lat 1 tl bh] fost ion withstand 
t ". th ‘ hist t 4 if 1 ft } cal cans 


le ot iolatine it t ts. In idition, the United States and 
have a tenfold numerical tagre ver the t in t ; Of seismic 
ions. Adoption of the "Dell ca proposal concerning a istance in 
rng a suspension of nuclear pl » including on-site inspections 
] ] per 1 even ' 1] tive. rhe iert Union, for ifs part, 
lat di to ke ou f thi rl. 
it, then, are the real re f for h itive attitude on the part of 
Ach istration to the | n f p hibi Liye rien lear we pon te ts? 
‘ to Wester pt B rts, tt yore m is currently pl ent i” 
tolls 4 ’ 3 for the t n | cw f pe of nuclear warhe ids, 
é' latest MX, Trident ? d M tman TCBM's ineluded, and aerial be bs 
for t w B-1R d Stealth tratepic } hers. 4 large part of them ts 
) i it the proving round t ring fore, The ucle iy te fs are ilso 
t | wcted with work on ilied “third eration” weapons, 
X-ray d optical lasers, Itra high-speed nuclear weapons and 
the nuclear tests today are paving the way for an arms race ina 
litatively new sphere and leading to the creat n of weapons for so called 
tar wors"” and will in the futur ' ’ ne the foundati isa of the United 
tates’ m security. This { 7 lerst d in the Untted Stat itself. 
: blic opinion polls testify, no less than 60 pereent of Americans are 


of ! halt to the lear tests, he Olut i ". in upport of r moraf r jom 
d hy the 1. of ] t ive hifes of five faite S. 


gly new cities iTe dec! 1’ ine t hi rive.’ } ther fray of rytie lewur 








+. ed ° | 2] ' 4 _ 4 Cc . ’ " . . 
The United States’ actions have forced the Soviet Union to absolve itself 
: 9 


»9f£ its voluntarily adopted unilateral undertaking not to carry out any nuclear 
tests. However, considering the urgent nature of the question of a suspension 
9f nuclear tests, the Soviet Union, as M.S. Gorbachev's response to the message 
of the leaders of Argentina, India, “Mexico, Tanzania, Sweden and Greece issued 
on 3 May says in this connection, leaves in effect the proposal concerning 

1 meeting in Europe as soon as possible especially on this issue. Such a 


eeting would not substitute for that on which the parties agreed in Geneva. 


Addressing the llth SED Congress in Serlin, M.S. Corbachev announced new 


proposals of the USSR pertaining to a ban on chemical weapons. The corresponding 


document was submitted by the Soviet delegation at the Conference on 
Disarmament in Geneva on 22 March. The proposals put forward bv our country 
stipulate that the destruction of chemical weapon stockpiles must begin bv 
each state subscribing to the convention no later chan 6 months and the 
destruction or dismantling of the facilities for their production no later than 
Ll year following the convention taking effect. 


The new initiatives of the USSR and its allies facilitate the possibility of 
ogrnenent being reached at the two important forums where East-West dialogue 
is being conducted--the Conference on Conf idence-Building Measures and 
decries ind Disarmament in Furope and the talks on a reduction in armed force 
ind arms in Central Europe. 


he stockholm Conterence has entered the decisive phase of its work. The time 
ipproaching when it will have to submit a report to the participant in the 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, whose representatives will 
gather in Vienna this fall. The date of the completion ot the present stage 

is known also--19 September. Little time remains, but only the range of 
questions which shapes the contours of possible agreement has been determined 
is yet. it has been possible to agree on the first versions concerning the 
nonuse of force, notificatior of large-scale militarv exercises, an exchange 

of annual plans of military activity of which notice has to be given, the 
invitation of observers and such. But there are still many unsolved questions. 
And this is explained mainly by the unwillingness of the United States and 

its closest allies to take reciproc:l steps toward the achievement of compromis: 
fake, for example, the proposal of socialist, neutral and nonaligned states on 
limiting the scale of military exercises to 4 level watch would not entail the 
unwarranted fears of other countries. Its realization could play a big port 

in strengthening trust. However, the NAT” countries are opposed to this 
proposal. 

Nor has it been possible to make any kind of perceptible progress at the Vienna 
talks. I[t might have seemed that there would have been an improvement in the 
itmosphere at the talks after the socialist states submitted a new dratt 
greement on 20 February. But this was not the case, and it is still ' 
whether the United States and its NATO allies wish to achieve an agreem 
As before, the Western representatives are arbitrarily mwnipulating the 
question of verification measures. Simultaneously they are unjustifiab! 
utting back on the volume of measures pertaining to a real reduction tn the 


, 


level of military confrontation. Thus thev have lowered the figures of the 








original reductions to 11,500 men for the USSR and 5, ! tat 
While the soctalist countries are proposing a reduct io: ’ 
irms and milttary equipment, the West is categori } 


is also turning down the proposal that the arms level! 
the numbers of the personnel. 


Importance fur the development of the all-Furope;in p: he 
continent is attached to the expansion of Fast-West 

humanitarian sphere. Whence the interest which the 

on contacts between people attracted. Its work culmi 

in the formulation of a summary document. This was lary } It of 


the flexible and constructive approach displayed at 1! 
nd the other socialist countries and their rr 
potable solutions. 


Nonetheless, the final document was still aot adopted. 

eto imposed by the U.S. delegation, which had |! tid 

to frustrate an understanding being reached. T! | 

tself to all the other participants In the meet 

tates and Canada. This was yet further evid 
penly blocking any possibility of the d 


The latest round of the Soviet -American negotiat 
based arms opened with a plenary session of the de! 
Geneva. Specific Soviet proposals on all ¢! 

discussion are now on the negotiating table. The 


notified also that the U.S. prop sals submitted at ¢t) ! 

1985 cannot, from the USSR's viewpoint, serve 

On the eve of the resumption of the negotiations th: / od 

1 statement by President Reagan. It ntaf Ww t 
does not contain a hint of this practical step or t! 

confirm Wash ingt on's “adherence” to the Mase I 

Moreover, after the negotiations in Geneva had ¢ ed ‘ 


took a step which reveals as clearly as can be t! 
States’ present foreign policy course sined at 


Ww iy . 


On 27 May President Reagan announced the United Stut , 
subsequently comply with the Soviet -American treity-! 
limiting strategic offensive arms--the 19/27 Tote ‘ 
SALT [I Treaty. He declared that when adopting fut 
he organizational development of the American strit d 
states would not be bound by the limitations p: li 
ements. Washington's withdrawal from the SALT [1 | y 

heduled for the end of 1986, when in the process of 

rticularly crufse missile-firing heavy bombers, ¢ 

ced the established limit of 1,320 strategic del 
with separating tndependently targeted warhead le” 
the Soviet Covern.went’s statement observed, “means that t! i n 
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3. Economics and Politics in the Capiralis World 


Only the FRG Government, perhaps, can rival the British Government for the 
title of truest ally of the United States. I[t was among the first to openly 
Support the Americun "star wars" program. In the wake of | 
associated itself with the SDI plan officially in April. The correspoading 
agreement was signed in Washington by FRG Economics Minister M. Bangemann. 


The ruling coalition shrouded the terms of West German firms’ and 
Organizations’ participation in realization of the SDI wi 
Secrecy. And, as it soon transpired, it had something 
information on certain articles of the agreement which appeared in the press 


+ 


;_4 > 
te nice. Ane 


caused a resounding political scandal in the country. The documents which have 


been made public say plainly that the United States reserves the right to decide 


which results of the research may be passed on to the West German partners. 
The American side has also acquired the right to determine which technology 
and commodities the FRG may supply to the USSR and other socialist countrie 
K. Voigt, chairman of the SPD faction working group in the Bundestag Foreign 


Policy Commission, described the ruling coalition's position on this question 


as “Bonn's capitulation to the Pentagon's political and military demand 


After the FRG had offi.ialJ» associated itself with the "star wars” program, 
Bonn, as if on command, c<ased almost completely to mention its “young 
sister"--the "Europea:. Defense Initiative". The Defense Ministry deemed it 
necessary to specify even that it is a question merely of ‘“ xpanded air 
defenses". Meanwhile realization of both projects is gathering pace. Major 


State establishments of the FRG have been connected up with the research in 
the sphere of the creation of space-based weapons. Orders for production otf 
the corresponding components have been received by the country's ‘eading 
military concerns. MBB, AEG-Telefunken and Siemens are cooperating, for 
example, in the development of a "laser tank"--a high-enerzy installation on 
tracked gear. The ‘Patriot" air defense system (back in September 1984 the 
FRG was the first of the United States" West European allies to conclude 

an agreement with Washington on the purchase of missile complexes), which it 
is contemplated coverting into an essential component of che “EuroSDI," is 
being modernized. 

Not confirming itself to participation in realization of the "star wars" 
program, Bonn was also the first U.S. ally to support the American plans 

for an escalation of the chemical arms race. It is a question of a program 
for the production of a new variety of this barbaric weapon of mass 
destruction--binary weapons. According to the Pentagon, they are to replace 
the old CW arsenals located on the European continent. 


Washington's intention of converting Europe into a potential theater not only 


of nuclear but also chemical warfare ‘s giving rise to anger and protest: 
in the countries of the continent. Reservations and objections to the 
American plans have also been expressed by the governments of a number ot 
members of the North Atlantic alliance (Denmark, Greece, Iceland, 
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway). Nonetheless, under strong pressure from 


‘.) 


the "senior" partner these plans were approved at a NATO Military Planning 











Committee session at the end of May. It is indicative that here also an 
example of "Atlantic discipline” was set by Bonn. Without waiting for the 
corresponding NATO decision, Chancellor H. Kohl undertook during his meeting 
with President Reagan in Tokyo to support a chemical arms buildup program. 

And although the country's ruling circles are attempting to calm the public 
with statements that the new-generation war gas will be deployed in the FRG 
only in a “crisis situat‘on," such statements are being devalued by 
pronouncements of rep..:entatives of the Washington administration. The sense 
of them is that it will be the United States which will determine when a 
"crisis situation" has arisen. 


Fears are being expressed even in the ranks of the ruling coalition 
concerning the consequences of the domestic and foreign policy course being 
pursued by the Kohl cabinet: after all, Bundestag elections are to be held 
in 6 months. Many aspects of this policy were sharply criticized at the 
congress of the FDP, which is the CDU/CSU's coalition partner. 


The German CP is not alone in the struggle against the present course being 


pursued by the right-of-center coalition. Largely similar demands are being 
put forward by other democratic parties also. The decisions of the Green 
Party congress, in particular, which was held in the latter half of May, 
testify to this. It discussed and adopted an election program and also 


resolutions on a number of urgent domestic and foreign policy questions. 
The congress confirmed the Greens’ demand for a halt to the deployment of new 
American first-strike missiles in the FRG and for the withdrawal from the 
country of the Pershings and cruise missiles which had already been deployed. 
Its delegates unanimously opposed the "star wars" program and the FRG's 
participation therein. After long and stormy discussion, the congress 
incorporated in the election program a demand for West German unilateral 
disarmament and withdrawal from NATO. 


Despite the considerable reduction in the level of inflation (from 13.6 percent 
in 1980 to 4.5 percent at the end of 1985), France is still lagging behind the 
leading capitalist countries in terms of this indicator. Nor were the ruling 
circles’ hopes that the switch to a policy of "austerity" and modernization 

of the production machinery at the expense of the working people would strengthen 
France's positions in the competitive struggle with its main rivals justified: 
the country's balance of tr.de deficit in 1985 amounted to Fr25 billion, and 
the foreign debt to Frl.2 trillion. 


The results of the socialists’ foreign policy course were highl» contradictory 
also. The program documents with which the party went into the 198] elections 
proclaimed adherence to disarmament, security and independence. On assuming 
office, however, it made a sharp turn toward ‘Atlantism''--it supported NATO's 
“arms catchup” decision and confirmed "allied commitments" within the framework 
of the North Atlantic alliance. The French nuclear forces are being 

modernized rapidly. True, as distinct from a number of Washington's other 
partners, Paris opposed the SDI. But in practice the government declared 
repeated!y that it would not prevent French firms concluding contracts within 
the framework of this project. 
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JPRS-TAC-86-095 
17 December 1986 


RELATED ISSUES 


USSR RADIO SHOW ON NST, CSCE, SDI, INF 
LD141623 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1030 GMT 14 Nov 86 


["International Situation -- Questions and Answers" program, presented by Sergey 
Pravdin, all-union radio international affairs commentor, with Sergey Losev, director 
general of TASS; Melior Sturua, IZVESTIYA international observer; Boris Levchenko, 
Moscow radio's Delhi correspondent; radio commentator Nadyezhda Ryasova; Igor 
Surguchev, international affairs journalist; and Vladimir Pasko international affairs 


journalist] 


[Excerpts] [Pravdin] Our mailbag contains nume;ous letters, the authors of which 
express support for the peace-loving foreign pclicy course of the CPSU and of the 
Soviet government, resolutely condemning the carrying out of nuclear tests by the 
United States, the Washington administration's attempts to attain military superiority 
over the USSR, its desire to distort the accords reached during the Soviet-American 
summit meeting, and to replace the Reykjavik package with a new one, the so-called 


Vienna package. [passage omitted] 


Esteemed comrades, at our request, Sergey Andreyevich Losev, director general of TASS, 
will reply to your letters connected with various aspects of the USSR's campaign to ban 
nuclear arms and preserve peace on our planet. Our listeners ask, in particular, what 
characterizes the USSR's position at the Latest, sixth round of the Soviet-American 
talks on nuclear and space arms, which ended on 12 November? 


[Losev] Our country proceeds from the fact that it must be guided at the Geneva talks 
by the Reykjavik package in its entirety by the principles on which an accord was 
reached during the last Soviet-American summit. Any other way is false and leads up a 
blind alley. During the meeting the capital of Iceland, and on the basis of the bold 
and forward-looking proposals made by Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev, general secretary 
of the CPSU General Committee, the sides came to agree that all types of strategic 
offensive weapons belonging to the USSR and to the United States can and should be 
completely eliminated by 1996. An accord was also reached concerning complete 
elimination of U.S. and Soviet medium-range missiles in Europe and on a radical 


reduction of these missiles in Asia. 


In exchange for these major soviet concessions the United States would have had to 
renounce attempts to attain military superiority with the aid of the Star Wars program; 
to pledge to observe strictly all the provisions of the ABM Treaty, which has no 
time-limit, and for at least the next 10 years, to refrain from using the right to 
abrogate this treaty. The USSR insisted on banning the tests of the space elements of 
the antimissile defense in space and proposed that mutually acceptable accords to 
reached to ban antisatellite weapons. However, the U.S. Administration refused to 
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undertake these obligations and freeze th SDI program. The proposels the Sovier 
delegation submitted in Geneva on 7 November concerning the entire range of nucler and 
Space arms are based on Reykjavik and provide an opportunity ao return the talks to a 
sound footing and co attain progress. It is now up to the American side. 


The U.S. Administration is currently attempting to break up and dismember the package 
of Soviet proposals, to take from the negotiating table what is to their greatest 
convenience, ignoring what is not to its liking, to continue the Star Wars program, and 
at the same time, to compel the USSR to reduce its strategic arsenal. 


However, as Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev emphasized, eliminating nuclear weapons as a 
means of deterring U.S. aggression, only to receive in exchange a threat from space is 
something that only political simpletons can agree to, and there are no such people 
within the Soviet leadership. All our proposals put forward in Reykjavik are 
objectively l’c\ed to the central, strategic arms systems. Our concessions are, 
likewise, a part of the package. If there is going to be no package, neither are there 
going to be concessions. One cannot wage a nuclear war in the nuclear era; it is 
impossible to win it. [passage omitted) 


(Pravdin}] International public opinion is increasingly convinced that following the 


Soviet-American summit the U.S. Administration is trying to revise Reykjavik's resul 
at any price. How is one to explain this? 


{[Losev] Indeed, the U.S. Administration's climb-down [spolzaniye] from the posit 1s 
reached in Reykjavik can now be seen with the naked eye. This conclusion is nf irmed 
by the U.S. delegation's conduct at the Vienna meeting of the CSCE participant states 


and also at the Geneva talks. In Geneva, the U.S. delegation is hampering t 
implementation of the goal of a radical reduction of nuclear arms, contrary to t 
accords reached concerning the elimination, by the end of 1996, of al} trategic 
offensive weapons. But in Reykjavik, President Reagan stated outright: [f we agree 
that all nuclear weapons are to be eliminated by the end of a 10-year period, we can 
convey this accord to our delegations in Geneva so they can prepare a treaty. At the 
Geneva talks, with the aim of attaining unilateral military advantages, the U.S. 
delegation insists on the elimination of only ballistic missiles, which represent the 


chief element of the Soviet strategic deterrent forces. 


After all, Wastiington would like to exclude strategic bombers, of which the United 
States possesses almost four times as many as the USSR, as well as long-range cruise 
missiles, from the range of arms subject to reductions. At the INF session, the 
Americans are unsuccessfully trying to pull the question of medium-range missiles out 
of the package. As for the Star Wars program, the U.S. side is striving to continne, 
unhampered, with the development and testing of space arms and to retain the right to 
abrogate the ABM Treaty, which bans the development and testing within the field of the 
ABM system. [passage omitted] 
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JPRS-1TAC-86-095 
17 December 1°86 


RELATED ISSUES 


MOSCOW ‘ROUNDTABLE' ON REYKJAVIK, GENEVA NST, SDI, NFZ 
LD161926 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1230 GMT 16 Nov 86 


{International Observers Roundtable" program with Rudolf Georgiyevich 
Kolchanov, deputy editor of TRUD; Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Lebedev, member 
of the editorial board of NOVOYE VREMYA; Aleksandr Vladimirovich Zholkver, 
pvlitical observer of Central Television and All-Union Radio] 


{Excerpts} [Zholkver}] Hello, comrades. A major international event of the 
past week has been the working meeting in Moscow of leaders of the fraternal 
parties of the socialist member countries of CEMA. As you know, the Politburo 
of the Central Committee of our party noted that the positions of the CPSU set 
forth at the meeting are a practical expression of the priority we intend to 
give to the development of relations with the socialist countries and the 
strengthening of world socialism. 


One should note that socialist states are not only coordinating their econ- 
omic, but also their foreign policies successfully. Thus at the Moscow meeting 
all the leaders of the fraternal parties unanimously support the principled 
position of the Soviet Union in Reykjavik, At the moment this is more than 
topical--l1 month exactly has passed since the Soviet-U.S. meeting in the 
Icelandic capital, It seems to me personally that when you talk about the 
month that has passed since Reykjavik one cannot but note that the world 

over that time has in many respects already become a different place. 


I remember that FRG Foreign Minister Genscher has stated in the past few days thar it 
would be impossible to return to pre-Reykjavik times, although such attempts are being 
made here and there, as is well known, primarily in Washington. But as for our country, 
at both the Moscow meeting and in speeches by Comrade Gorbachev directly after 
Reykjavik our striving to go further was stressed. Well, an agreement did not come from 
Reykjavik. This development has to be continued and it is exactly this aim that the 
Soviet proposals were pursuing that were submitted after Reykjavik, on / November if 


am not mistaken, by the Soviet delegation in Geneva. 


[Lebedev] Yes, that is quite right, Aleksandr Vladimirovich. Altogether you have, in my 
opinion, given a fair account of this tendency, or rather the struggle between two 
tendencies. The one -- this is not making it appear that nothing at ail happened, but 
.at least trying to give a quite different tenor to those accords, or the rapprochement 


in positions that took piace there, and, weli, the other tendency is to really mow 


L109 











forward, which we are calling for, based, of course, on the closeness in pusitions 
which they succeeded in achieving there. And in this connection over the past days | 
would not, for example, be so bold as to predict which of the two tendencies is winni 
through. For we know that virtually the same groups of experts, made up of alm 


same people that sat over the nights in Reykjavik sat in Vienna. 


3 
v 
re 
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{Zholkver] You mean the Soviet-U.S. talks? 


[Lebedev] The Soviet-U.S. talks that went on in Vienna, taking advantage of the stay 
there of both the Soviet foreign minister and Secretary of State Shultz. And once 
again, unfortunately, the result looks fairly discouraging because the U.S. side is 
once again trying to prove, and moreover prove by very untitting means, that an 
agreement was made on something quite different. 


{[Zholkver] What do vou mean? 


[Lebedev] Well, for instance, they are making it appear that when the U.S. President 

talked about America's readiness to achieve a scrapping of nuclear weapons, or at least 

a cardinal reduction, by 50 percent, of strategic armaments, then it turns out that 
. 


President Reagan, despite what was recorded at Reykjavik, had in mind not a reduction 
generally in all strategic offensive armaments, but merely in ballistic missiles. 


I'm sorry, but this is an attempt, weli, as I Said, using unfitting means, because 
everyone knows that the United States would acquire an overwhelming superiority in 
heavy bombers with long-range cruise missiles for instance, and so on. In Geneva the 
Soviet-U.S. talks on nuclear and space armaments have continued. It is only just now, 
if [’m not mistaken, that their sixth round has ended. And today I was a little -- well 
I won't stay in confusion -- but astounded when I read a statement by the head of the 
U.S. delegation, Kampelman, after the end of this round. Mr. Kampelman is making it 
appear that everything is, you know, as in the song: Madame la Marquise, tout va tres 
bien, tres bien. At the same time when you read the statement of the head of the Soviet 
delegation, Comrade Karpov, then a rather different picture reveals itself, namely that 
unfortunately the U.S. delegation remains in its position and a constructive response, 
which presupposes that the United States will embark upon a radical reduction in 
nuclear armaments, of the whole of the triad, that is to say that both si/les are 
accepting the reduction of all their strategic offensive nuclear weapons without 
exception -- there is no such understanding. What are they expecting from us, strictly 
speaking? Maybe that, as appears fleetingly sometimes in the press even in the 
Statements of some Western officials, certair domestic difficulties, as they allege 
will force the Soviet Union to make some concessions. 


In this regard I believe that the reaction to this of Paul Nitze, was very correct. He 
is a veteran of all these talks, who was in Reykjavik too, by the way, an aide to the 
U.S. President. He said that, first of all, the Russians would not make any concessions 
that would subject their security to a threat and, second, that he did not believe in 
any possibility of concessions of the basis of certain domestic difficulties. 


{[Kolchanov] I should like to add to what was said by Aleksandr Aleksandrovich what was 
expressed a few days ago by Comrade Ligachev at a press conference in Helsinki. This 
also concerned specific, quite specific proposals that are directed at curbing the arms 
race, and which in the final analysis lead to disarmament, although they concern North 
Europe as such. Comrade Ligachev named four points very specifically and precisely. The 
first point: what has the Soviet Union already done to move along this road, to 
demonstrate its real striving for peace? We have already dismantled launching 
installations for medium-range missiles on the Kola Peninsula, most of the Launch 
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installations for such missiles on the remaining territory of the Len’ rad and Baltic 
region miiitary districts. We have transferred from these districts s en divisions of 
operational tactical missiles. These are concrete steps. 


Second, in confirming our support for the idea of giving non-nuclear status to the 
waters of the Baltic Sea within the framework of the implementation of the proposals 
for a nuclear-free North, we could, Comrade Ligachev said, in the event of the 
achieving cf an accord on this matter between the appropriate states, withdraw from the 
complement of the Soviet Baltic Fleet submarines equipped with ballistic missiles -- a 
major step, a constructive step. 


Third, in supporting the idea of possible confidence-building measures applying to 
North Europe and the waters of the seas adjacent to this region the Soviet Union is 
proposing that a limitation on the intensity of large military maneuvers in this region 
be started, and fourth, which was talked about at the press conference in Helsinki, we 
share the thought that in the way of strengthening confidence-building measures in the 
naval sphere the positive experience should be used of the Soviet-U.S. agreement of 
1972 on averting incidents in the open sea and in the air space above it. 


Besides the essential content, so to speak, of this fourth point I should like to 
stress one point. Across the ocean fairly often they kick up a racket about alleged 
nonobservance by the Soviet Union of accords that were signed previously and this case 
shows the extent that the Soviet Unicn apporoaches all agreements that have been signed 
previously honestly, and the extent that it follows the letter and spirit of these 
agreements. 


[Zholkver] Well, it's perfectly obvious why they have, let's say, taken up arms so much 
in that same Washington against the antimissile defense treaty, because it hinders the 
deployment of space weapons. Now, in fact, everyone accepts that the main -- and, 
perhaps, the only -- reason why no agreement could be reached at Reykjavik is SDI, the 
U.S. so-called Strategic Defense Initiative, which the Americans themselves far more 
accurately call the Star Wars program. 


Here are some curious comments from the United States last week. The first comment is 
by the eminent U.S. scientist Jerome Wiesner. He is the honorary president of the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology and former scientific adviser to Presidents 
Kennedy and Johnson. He has now declared plainly that Reykjavik showed that the two 
aims -- the so-called space defense and the freeing of the whole world from the nuclear 
threat -—- contradict one another. All the “i's have been dotted. It is a case of 


“either, or." 


Incidentally, this same Jerome Wiesner acknowledges that, from the purely technicai -- 
and, if you will, technological -- point of view, the SDI program is impracticable. It 
is dangerous, but it is impracticable. And, incidentally, even such a specialist in 
fantastic projects that do not always seem to be technically feasible as Arthur Clarke, 
one of the greatest U.S. writers of sciece fiction, also states that, in fact, these 
U.S. projects in space -- he calls them Stars of Death, the title, perhaps, of Arthur 
Clarke's next novel -- he said they are not practicable from the point of view of the 
creation of a defensive umbrella, but they may, unfortunately, become a highly 
effective offensive weapon for the purpose of, as he puts it, overseeing the whole 
world. 


{Labedev] And, in general, it may generate very dangerous, new kinds of weapons, little 
known at the moment and even scarcely conceivable by the human imagination. And that, 
of course, destabilizes the situation. That, in my view, constitutes the main danger 
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of the SDI program. It undermines the main foundation for any possible [tuture accord 
on strategic offensive weapons and on the whole complex of nuclear weapons -- 
specifically, the principle of equality and equal security. 


{Koichanov] SDI is, in general, like a many-headed dragon. There are very many really 
harmful aspects to the program, and we were just talking about the political, 
military-technical ones, and so forth, but here is another, highly important kind of 
harm -- the harm that is, as it were, socioeconomic. All these programs, incidentally, 
inflict damage primarily not on those against whom SDI is being prepared, but on those 
whom SDI is being prepared to defend -- the Americans temselves. We had visitors at 
Our newspaper from the U.S. PEOPLE'S DAILY WORLD, and our colleagues concentrated 
mainly on the socioeconomic aspects of the program. I shall quote just a few excertps 
from the remarks made by our U.S. colleagues. Here's what is written, for example: 
Every $i billion of capital investment taken out of civilian production in usrder to 
develop Star Wars or other weapons systens means the loss of at least 14,000 jobs. The 
2-3.5 trillion handed over to the Pentagon and the military-industrial complex will 
mean the loss over the next 15-20 years of 28-49 million jobs. Iron and steel, 
engineering and, in general, all kinds of manufacturing industry will suffer most. 
That's what is written by our colleagues from the U.f. PEOPLE'S DAILY WORLD. 


[Zholkver] But, you know, it seems to me that, when we talk in this way about just the 
problems of nuclear and space weapons, the thought may well occur to one: but are the 
so-called conventional weapons any less dangerous nowadays? After all, it doesn't make 
much difference to anyone whatever kind ot weapons they've died from. And so | must 
say that the Soviet Union is campaigning just as actively for a reduction in 
conventional weapons. I was recently in Vienna, where a meeting is being held between 
the representatives of states taking part in the all-European Conference. Our 
delegation also submitted proposals about the military aspects of security oa the 
continent of Europe and recalled that, in Budapest, the Warsaw Pact states had tabled 
absolutely concrete proposals on the subject: in the course of 1-2 years, the numbers 
of troops in the NATO and Warsaw Pact countries would be cut by 100-159,000 on each 
side, and then, in the early nineties, it is intended to carry out a further reduction 
in land-based troops and tactical air forces by 25 percent. That is a reduction of 
half a million men on each side. In other words, there would be 1 million fewer 


soldiers in Europe. 


[Kolchanov] What's more, we are ready to discuss it, Aleksandr Vladimirovich, at 
various forums -- both at the Vienna meeting, at the Vienna talks on reducing armed 
forces and weapons in Central Europe; and within the framwork of the mandate, as it 
were, for Stockholm-2, as it's already being called now, which the Vienna meeting now 
in progress has to draw up; and within the framework of consultations between Warsaw 
Pact and NATO representatives; and at all forums with the participation both of neutral 
and of nonaligned countries. It is important to set things in motion. 


[Zholkver] I must say that such a position is supported, in general, by states that 
are by no means just in the European region. I have seen che statement made in 
Parliament by Rajiv Gandhi, the prime minister of India. It is now taking on 
particular significance, since, as you know, an announcement has been made about the 
forthcoming visit to India by Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev. And, when speaking in 
Parliament, the Indian prime minister declared that the positive point about” the 
Reykjavik meeting is that both sides came very close to reaching an agreement, even 
though no solution was actually achieved. And now, Rajiv Gandhi stated, the leadership 
of the two great powers is required to display wise statesmanship and he plainly 
declared that the main thing is to guarantee that the Star Wars program does not stand 
in the way of disarmament. 








i remember that speech by the Indian prime minister when [| was preparing television 
material about the sessions of the First Committee of the UN General Assembly. It's 
now time for decisions there too. Resoiutions considered ut the session of the General 
Assembly are being adopted. The vast majority of the resclutions are aimed primarily 
at curbing the race for nuclear weapons, since they are the most dangerous. I saw some 
Curious statistics here. Twenty-eight resolutions have already been adopted, mainly 
about these issues: halting nuclear tests, nondeployment of nuclear weapons, 
reductions in them and the prospects for their total elimination. So, 28 resolutions 
have been adopted. Only in three cases did the United States find it possible to vote 
in favor -- on secondary issues, by the way. In four cases, it abstained. Twenty-one 
times, it voted against, voting seven times in complete isolation, against drafts that 
had been prepared jointly by both socialist and nonaligned states, including with the 
participation of a number of capitalist countries. It seems to me that these 
statistics reflect very vividly the balance of forces in the modern world: the 
consistent peace-loving policy of the socialist community, and this United States 
policy of neoglobalism, which manifests itself both in relation to the arms race and in 
a whole series »f regional conflicts. 


We will end our roundtable conversation at that point. Thank you, colleagues, for 
taking part in it. Thank you, comrade listeners, for your attention. 
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FRG'S GENSCHER COMMENTS ON TALKS WITH FRENCH PRESIDENT 


DW280747 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 2130 GMT 27 Oct 36 


[Interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Gensche: by 
correspondent Wilhelm von Sternburg on 27 October in 
Frankfurt on the “Tagesthemen” program — recorded] 


[Text] (Von Sternburg] Mr Genscher: The Reykjavik summit 
and its aftermath was assessed quite similary by both France and 
the FRG today here in Frankfurt. Is that also true for the zero 
solution on medium-range missiles advocated by the FRG? 


[Genscher] The zero-solution is a position of the whole alliance, 
and we agree that the great goal of preventing any kind of war 
must be maintained, be it a nuclear war or a conventional one. 
Therefore, it is very important that we strive to conduct nego- 
tiations on the conventional proportion of strength in Europe, 
from the Atlantic to the Urals. For that reason. the preparations 
for the third CSCE follow-up conference to begin next week in 
Vienna has played a very important role. 


[Von Sternburg] Mr Genscher, is it true that the French are 
stressing the short- and long-range missiles, and the FRG the 
medium-range nussiles? 


[Genscher] The French are a nuclear power with their own 
strategic weapons, which are not the subject of U.S -USSR 
negotiations. For that reason they did not play a role in that 
context today. The subject we dealt with was the Soviet medium- 
range missiles and the U.S. medium-range missiles deployed in 
Europe. 
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[Von Sternburg] In Frankfurt there was also agreement that 
closer coordination between Bonn and Paris over disarmament 
issues should be sccomplished in the future. Can you give us 
details, consider:ng that there are differing interests — France 
is a nuclear power and the FRG is not 


[Genscher] There is a series of common interests. | menti~ned 
conventional arms. And the security of France and the FRG 
caanot be separated from cach other. There is agreement on that 
By the way, the 1963 Elysee Treaty provides for consultations on 
security policy issues — consultations that we have been conduct- 
ing since 1983. That shows how close FRG-French cooperation 
really is, and that there 1s a high degree of concurrent interests 
in all fields. 


[Yum Sternburg} It was Gecided here in Frankfurt today that 
Sonn would participate in the preparatory phase for the FRG- 
French space shuttle. Is that a decision by Bonn that it actually 
will take part in that project, which will cost billions’ 


[Genscher] There was a preliminary decision by the Federal 
Government last week on its particupation in the definition phase. 
A definitive decision s necessary, but it is very clear that the 
FRG aad France are aware of the importance of autonomous 
European manned space travel, which will facilitate our cooper- 
ation as a partner with equal nights. Such questions involve the 
EC member-states having the top technology. No country will be 
able to achieve it individually, we can only do so jointly 
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CDU'S RUEHE ON REDUCING CONVENTIONAL, NUCLEAR ARMS 


LD141225 Hamburg DPA in German 0917 GMT 14 Nov 86 


[Text] Bonn. !4 Nov (DPA) — In a joint position, at least of the 
most umportant NATO partners, future conventional arms con- 
trol should be linked with a reduction in nuclear weapons. Volker 
Ruche. disarmament expert and CDU /CSU deputy parliamen- 
tary party charrman intends to utilize chances for this closer 
coordination in the coming months 


\i a news conference today Ruche expressed his narty's new !nc 
of thinking to the effect that even a total elimination of 
intermediate-range missiles and a $0-percent reduction /n strate- 
gic mussiles cannot be seen as a problem for the NATO doctrine 
of flexible response. The same applies to the Defense Ministry 
Ruche clearly defined this position against the conservative 
vores tn his party who fear the collapse of the NATO doctrine 
in the absence of intermediate-range missiles. He warned against 
a kind of “hostage-taking™ of the United States in regard to the 
nuclear umbrella by retaming some intermediate-range missiles 
and agaist actually publicizing such ideas 


\ccording to Ruehe, the title of conventional arms control show'a 

cover traditional ground forces. The decisive thing here is to 
reduce the Warsaw Pact's “invasion capability” Not decisive, 
on the other hand, is numerical superiority mm some areas, such 
as tanks and artillery, as long as this superiority does not contri- 
bute to the invasion capability. Equally important is interlocking 
with the nuclear disarmament talks, which will probably be 
conducted in quite a different forum. in order to maintain the 
incentive to reduce 
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NATO will later, inevitably, face a debate on strategy. Ruche 
already sees signs in the L nvted States that even the question of 
the first use of nuclear weapons, whch NATO has hitherto kept 
as a last means of dcelense against a surprise attack, will be 
discussed by the alliance At the same ume, Ruehe does not want 
to rule owt common g-ound with SPD experts. He referred to 
comments by S?D duarmament capert Egon Bahr, who also 
agrees with the thesis that a denuclearization of Europe is not 
acceptable without the prior clumunation of the Eastern invasion 
capability 


According to Ruche — # ho often coordinates hes statements with 
the Federal Chancellor's Office and, with regard to the facts, is 
often in agreement with Federal Forexgn Minster Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher (FDP) —— «ts particularly emportant for the Germans 
to prevent any silent change in strategy 


During the next } wecks Ruche wii! travel to London and Paris 
to discuss with the forexgn monsters and also with parliamentar- 
iaNs practical possibilities toward the new disarmament positions 
of these two capitals. But before this, Ruche also plans a journey 
to Moscow, the preparations for which were evidently pro- 
gressing unhindered today On the basts of an mmvitation issued 
several months ago, Ruche intends to travel to the Sowet Union 
on 23 November at the bead of a small delegation of parliamen- 
tartans, and to hold talks with, amone others, Anatoliy Dobrynin, 
the Central Commuttee chief of foreign policy 
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OWL21328 Beijing XINHUA in English 132C GMT 12 Nov 86 
China Opposes Militarization of Space, Foreign Minister Says” -- XINHUA Headline] 


(Text| ‘eijing, November 12 (XINHUA) -- China “opposes deployment by any country of 
weapons in outer space,” Foreign Minister Wu Kueqian said today. 


According to remarks released by the Foreign Ministry, Wu called for a balanced 
{ medium-range missiles in Asia and Europe. 


reduction o 


\t a meeting with his Swiss counterpart here this morning, Wu praised the United State 


and the Soviet Union for proposing substantial cuts in nuclear arms. 
wu also praised the two countries for continuing to meet frequently on arms reductions. 
“Atter all,” he said, “dialogue is better than confrontation.” 


But, said Wu, “disarmament is not only a matter for the superpowers to deal with.” He 
said the United States and the Soviet Union should “Listen earnestly to the opinions of 


smaller countries.’ 


At the meeting, Pierre Aubert, vice-president of Switzerland's Federal Council and head 
of its Federal Foreign Affairs Department, said Switzerland favors cuts in both nuclea 
and conventional weapons. 


"It is mot real disarmament if nuclear weapons are reduced while the number o 
sonventional and chemical weapons remains the same," he said. 


su said he agreed on that score. 


The two foreign ministers also exchanged views on other international issues. Auber 
said that the two saw eye to eye on ail the questions discussed. 
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KOHL, MITTERRAND ON ARMS CONTROL ISSUES--The FRG and france today ayreed to 
harmonize their attitudes on arms control issues: The discussions between 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl and President Francois Mitterrand resulted in an 
agreement tor close cooperation. On East-West issues, a strong converyerce 0! 
views emerged on the defense and security of Europe. This has just been re- 
ported by a presidency spokesman, [Text] [Hamburg DPA in German 1600 CMT 

27 Oct 86 LD] /9274 
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